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Separate paging Is given to this Part In order that It may be filed 
as a separate compilation. 


NOTICE 

Bfa fTTTtl % SHTTtJTTW TW 23 ^ 1966 cFh JEFTfatT fa?T I 


The undermentioned Gazettes of India Extraordinary were published up to the 23rd May 
1966 : — 


Issue No. and Date Issued by 

No. 


Subject 


144 S.O. 1525, dated 12th Min. of Information & 
May 1966. Broadcasting. 


Approval of the film specified 
in column 2 of the Schedule 
therein. 


145 


S 0. 1526, dated 18th May Central Board of Direct 
1966. Taxes. 


Declaration of certain districts 
as Hill areas. 


146 S.O. 1527, dated iStli May Ministry of Commerce. 
19 66. 


Further amendments to the Ex- 
ports (Control) Order, 1962. 


147 S.O. 1528, dated 18th Cabinet Secretariat 
May 1966. 


Amendments in the Government 
of India (Allocation of Business) 
Rules, 1961. 


17* G of I— 1. 
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Issue 

No. 

No. and Date 


Issued by 

Subject 

148 

S.O. 1529, dated 
May 1966. 

19th 

Ministry of Home Affairs. 

Deterrent imposed on State 

Governments under the 

Defence of India Rules., 1962. 


S.O. 1530, dated 
May 1966. 

19 th 

Ditto. 

Deterrent imposed on States cr 
Union territory under the De- 
fence of India Rules, 196a. 


S.O 1531, dated 
May 1966, 

19 th 

Ditto. 

Deterrent imposed on State 
Governments under the Defence 
of India Rules, 1962. 

149 

S.O. 1532, dated 
May 1966. 

23rd 

Delimitation Commission 

Order made by the Delimitation 
Commission in respect of 

the Delimitation of Parlia- 
mentary and assembly Consti- 
tuencies in the State of Uttar 
Pradesh. 


ott far?) 3rwMT7n T wprf mmur mutra. ’htdV^r uiuur, 4 stw 

irfw qr ^ in' i put thumps ^ w fr fumf 4 srrft sr) 

nrfar *) 41 f^r ^ tfarr aiIWi 


Copies of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied on 
Indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi. Indents should be 
submitted so as to reach the Manager within ten days of the date of issue at 
these Gazettes. 


HPT H-4JTO (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(rvrrtqmzr *f) b^w) wit sttw 4 Rnuntf aifr (tiu qk nymur m wbnr) 
Wl*i nnv^raif jut mV) f*rc; M'vro wkr ark 1 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Centra) 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 23 th May 1966 

8 . 0 . 1596 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 309 
of the Constitution, read with rule 33 of the Central Civil Services (Classification, 
Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965 , the President hereby makes the following rules 
further to amend the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) 
Rules, 1965 , namely: — 

1 , These rules may be called the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control 
and Appeal) Second Amendment Rules, 1966 . 

2 . In the Schedule to the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and 
Appeal) Rules, 1957 , which is deemed to be the Schedule to the Central Civil 
Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1905 , In Part III, Central 
Civil Services, Class III. 

(a) in the entries relating to ' Central Secretariat Clerical Service, Upper 
Division and Lower Division Grades” in column 1 , for the entries 
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In columns 4 and 5 which correspond to the entry "(d) Directorate 
General of Posts and Telegraphs” in column 3, the following entries 
shall be substituted, namely:— 

4 5 

Secretary, Posts Member (Administration), 

and Telegraphs (i) to (iv) Posts & Telegraphs Board.” 

Board 

(b) in the entries relating to "Posts and Telegraphs Accountants’ Service” 
in column 1, tor the words and brackets “Director (Staff) , Posts 
and Telegraphs Directorate” in. column 3, the words "Secretary, 
Posts and Telegraphs Board” shall be substituted. 

[No. 7/3/86-Ests(A) ,] 
HARISH CHANDRA, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF LAW 
(Legislative Department) 

New Delhi, the 24 th May 1966 

S.O. 1697.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 1 
of the Goa, Daman and Dlu (Extension of the Code of Civil Procedure arid the 
Arbitration Act) Act, 1966 (30 of 1965), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the 15th day of June, 1986, as the date on which the said Act shall come into 
force. 

[No. F.25(4)/85-Leg.II.] 
K. K. SUNDARAM, Jt. Secy & Draftsman. 


(Department of Legal Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 27 th May 1966 

S.O. 1598. — In exercise of the powers conferred by rules 1 and 2 of Order 
XXVII of the First Schedule to the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (6 of 1608), 
the Central Government hereby appoints the Assistant Engineer, Civil Stores 
Division Farakka Barrage Project, to sign and verify the written statement in 
Money suit No. 16 of 1986 in the Court of the Munsif/2nd Court at Dhanbad 
Instituted by Messrs North Keshalpur Colliery Co. (P) Ltd. against the Union 
of India, through the Ministry of Irrigation nnd Power and others, and to act 
on behalf of the Central Government In all matters confTected with the said suit. 

[No. F. 16(l)/85-J.] 
G. H. RAJADHYAKSHA, Addl. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue & Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 25 th May 1966 

S.O. 1599.. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (iii) of clause 
(44) of section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby authorises Shri T. G. C. Aradhya who is a Gazetted Officer of the 
Central Government to exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under 
the said Act In respect of the following Districts in the State of Mysore; — 

1. Bangalore Urban 

2. Bangalore Rural 

3. Kolar 

4. Tumkur 
5- Mysore 

8. Mandya 

7. South Kanara 

8. Coorg 

9. Hassan and 

10. Chlckmagahlr 

2. This notification shall come into force on the first day of June, 1966. 

[No. 46— F. No. 1 6/14/60 -IT(B)J 
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S.O. 1600. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (iii) of clause 
(44) of section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby authorises Shri A. T. Nargund who is a Gabetted Officer of the Central 
Government to exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under the said. 
Act in respect of the following Districts in the State of Mysore: — 

1. Dharwar 

2. Belgaum 

3. Bljapur 

4. North Canara 

5. Chitradurg 

0. Raichur 

7. Gulbarga 

8. Bidar 

9. Bellary and 

10. Shimoga 

2. This notification shall come into force on the first day of June, 1906. 

[No. 47— F. No. 16/14/60-IT(B).J 

S.O. 1601.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (iii) of clause 
(44) of section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby authorises Shrl M. R. Shukla who is a Gazetted Officer of the 
Central Government to exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under the 
said Act in respect of Ahmedabad District and Sabarkantha District in the State 
of Gujarat. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the first day of June, 1966. 

‘No. 48 — F. No. 16/14/66-mB).] 
G. R. HEGDE, Dy. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 28 th May 1966 

S.O. 1602. — In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 4 of the Income-tax 
(Certificate Proceedings) Rules, 1962, the Central Government hereby appoints 
the Commissioner of Income-tax, Mysore as a Tax Recovery Commissioner. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the first day of June, 1906. 

[No. 49 — F, No. 16/14/80-I.T.(B),] 

S.O. 1603. — In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 4 of the Income-tax 
(Certificate Proceedings) Rules, 1902, the Central Government hereby appoints 
the Commissioner of Income-tax Gujarat I, Ahmedabad as a Tax Recovery Com- 
missioner. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the first day of June, 1966. 

[No. 51— F. No. 10/14/00-I-T. (B) .] 
(Department of Revenue & Insurance) 

Income-tax Establishments 
New Delhi, the 26 th May I860 

S.O. 1604. — In pursuance of clause (b) of Sub-rule (ii) of Rule 2 of the 
Appellate Tribunal Rules, 1966, the Central Government has been pleased to 
appoint Shri D. G. Pradhan, Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax, as Authorised 
Representative, Income-tax Appellate Tribunal, Allahabad with effect from the 
forenoon of 23rd April 1966 to appear, plead and act for any Income-tax 
Authority who is a party to any proceedings before the Income-tax Appellate 
Tribunal. 

[No. 218.] 
M. G. THOMAS, Under Secy. 


(Department of Economic Affairs) 

New Delhi , the 24 th May 1906 

S.O. 1605. — In pursuance of clause (a) of sub-section (1) of Section 19 and sub- 
section (1) of Section 20 of the State Bank of India Act, 1955 ( 23 of 1955), the 
Central Government hereby appoints Shri Kantilal T. Desai, retired Chief Justice 
of Gujarat High Court as the Vice-Chairman of the State Bank of India for a term 
of two years with effect from the date on which he takes over charge of the office. 

[No. F- 8/24/00- SB.] 




Ljabilitibs 

Ri. 

Asssrs 

Rs. 

Departs . — 


Loans and advances to : — 


(a) Government : — 


(i) Scheduled Banks t ..... 

43,86,60,000 



(a) State Co-operative Bants f .... 

125^3,77,000 



(sa) Others 

4,44,98,000 

(0 Central Government 

554345,030 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National Agricultural 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund — 


(b) State Governments 

11,97,76,000 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 




(0 State Governments ..... 

2941,02,000 



(tf) State Co-operative Banks .... 

(m) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

9,81,75,000 

(ft) Banks t — 


(fc) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Debentures 

3 , 5342 ,ooo 

(0 Scheduled Banks ... 

. 121,88,07,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 
(Stabilisation) Fund — 


(if) State Co-operative Banka 

. 5,3 6 »2Z*ooo 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 

3,26,000 

(m) Other Banks 

13,18^00 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund — > 


GO Others 

280,98,97, w» 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank 

3,08,87,000 

Bilb Payable ..... 

354843 , 00 ° 

( b ) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by the 
Development Bank ..... 


Other Liabilities . . 

117,8243,000 

Other Assets 

47,60,97,000 

Rupees 

839 , ° 9 >° 1,000 

Rupees 

839 , 09 , 0 1,000 


•Includes Cash and Short-term Securities. i 

••Excluding investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 

^Exdudmg Loans sad Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary overdrafts 
to State Governments. 

t Includes Rs. 41,70,90,000 advanced to scheduled banks against usance bills under section 1 7(4X0) of the R. B. I. Act 

{Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Terra Operations) Fiipd and the National Agricultural Credit (Stabili- 

t ation ) Fund. 

Dated t he 35th day at Mi y, 1966, 




An account pursuant to tbs Reserve Bank of India Act, 1934, for the week ended the 20th day of May 1966 

Issue Department 


LIABHJTIE3 

Rs. 

Ra. 

Assets 

Ra. 

Ra. 

Notes held in the Banking Depart- 
ment - . 

Notes in Circulation 

Total Notea iasued 

23,29,75,00° 

2968,18,10^00 

299147, 85,0°° 

Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

(a) Held in India 
(S) Held outside India 

Foreign Secnritiea .... 

Total . 

Rupee Coin ..... 

Government erf India Rupee Securities 
Internal B,ib ot Exchange and other 
cotruneroal psper 

115,89,25,000 

165,05^24,000 

280,9449,000 

84,25,00,000 

2626,28,36x00 

Total LiARtLrw.- 


’99147^5. too 

Total Assets 


299147.85 000 


Deted Luc astn day of May. 1966. P. C Bhattachasyya, 

Governor. 

[No. F. i( 3>-BC/66.] 
V. SWAMI NATHAN, Under Secy. 
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CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 23 rd May I960 

S.O. 1607, — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 126 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby deletes 
Serial Nos. 2, 73, 74 and 80 and the entries thereagainst from the Schedule 
annexed to Its notification S.R.O. 1214 (No. 44-lncome-tax) dated the 1st July, 
1962. 

This notification shall take effect from 1st June, 1966. 

[No. 6 (F. No. 65/55/04-1T).] 
G, M. KULKARNI, Under Secy. 


New Delhi , the 28th May I960 

S.O- 1608. — In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 6 of the Income-tax 
(Certificate Proceedings) Rules, 1962, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby 
directs that the Commissioner of Income-tax, Mysore who is appointed as Tax 
Recovery Commissioner shall perform the functions of the Tax Recovery Com- 
missioner in respect of the following Districts in the State of Mysore: 

1. Bangalore Urban 

2. Bangalore Rural 

3. Kolar 

4. Tumkur 

6, Mysore. 

6. Mandya 

7. South Kanara 

8. Coorg 

9. Hassan 

10. Chlckmagalur 

11. Dharwar 

12. Belgaum 

13. Bljapur 

14. North Canara 

15. Chitradurg 

16. Raichur 

17. Gulbarga 

18. Bidar 

19. Bellary and 

20. Shimoga. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the first day of June, 1960. 

[No, 50— F. No. 18/14/00-I.T.(B).] 

S.O. 1609. — In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 6 of the Income-tax 
(Certificate Proceedings) Rules, 1962, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby 
directs that the Commissioner of Income-tax, Gujarat I, Ahmedabad who is 
appointed as Tax Recovery Commissioner shall perform the functions of the Tax 
Recovery Commissioner in respect of Ahmedabad District and Sabarkantha District 
in the State of Gujarat. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the first day of June, 1966, 

[No. 52— F. No. 1 6/14/ 66-I.T, (B ) .] 
G. R. HEGDE, Secy. 
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Income-Tax 

New Delhi, the 30th May 1966 

S.O. 1610. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) end of all other powers enabling it 
In that behalf, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following 
further amendments in the Schedule appended to its Notification No. 8-Income- 
tax, dated the 14th January, 1966, namely: — 

In the said Schedule against Visakhapatnam Range, under column 2, the 
following shall be substituted, namely: — 

Visakhapatnam Range, 1. Visakhapatnam 

Visakhapatnam. 2. Vizianagaram 

3. Sri-Kakulam 

4. Anakapalle 

5. Bobbill. 

Explanatory Note: 

The amendment has become necessary on account of the creation of a new 
circle known as Bobbill in the Commissioner’s charge. 

(The above note does not form a part of the notification but is intended to be 
merely clariflcatory). 


[No, 55 (F. No. 50/9/06-ITJ).] 
P. G. GANDHI, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23 rd May 1966 

S.O. 1611. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 3 of the Essential 
Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1955), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following Order further to amend the Jute (Licensing and Control) Order, 1961, 
namely: — 

1. This Order may be called the Jute (Licensing and Control) Amendment 
Order, 1966. 

2. In clause 9 of the Jute (Licensing and Control) Order, 1961, for sub -clause 
(1), the following sub-clause shall be substituted, namely: — 

"(1) The Jute Commissioner, may, by order, 

(i) specify the maximum quantity of raw .lute or any specified variety of 
jute which a manufacturer may buy; 

(ii) direct that the said raw jute or any specified variety of jute shall be 

bought during any specified period only from the person or agency 
specified therein; 

(iii) specify the maximum quantity of raw jute which a jute manufacturer 
may nave in his own possession during any specified period. 

for the purpose of manufacture of jute textiles”. 

[No. F. 4(l)-Tex(D)/06,] 
A, G. V. SUBRAHMANIAM. Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 28 th May 1966 

S.O. 1612. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 10 of the KhadI 
and Village Industries Commission Act, 1956 (61 of 1956), read with rules 13 
and 14 of the Khadi and Village Industries Commission Rules, 1957, the Central 
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Govemment hereby appoints Shri Kamalnayan Bajaj, M.P., Dr. (Mrs.) T. S. 
Soundaram Ramachandran, Deputy Minister ot Education, Shri Chandra Shekhar, 
M.P., Kumari Maniben Vallabhbhal Patel, M.P., Shri Chuni Lai, M.P., Shri N. M. 
Wadiva, M.P., Shrimati Laxmi Bai Sangam, M.P., Syed Mir Qaaim, M.L.A., 
Shri Dattoba Dastane, Shri Mohanbhai Parikh and Shri Raj Kishorebhai Prasad 
as members of the Khadi and Village Industries Board upto the end of March, 
1969 and directs that the following amendment shall be made in the Notification 
of the Government of India In the Ministry of Commerce No. S.O- 1070, dated 
the 30th March, I960, namely: — 

In the said Notification, after Serial No. 36, the following shall be added: — 

37. Shri Kamalnayan Bajaj, M.P. 

38. Dr- (Mrs.) T. S- Soundaram Ramachandran, Deputy Minister of 

Education. 

39. Shri Chandra Shekhar, MP. 

40. Kumari Maniben Vallabhbhal Patel, M.P. 

41. Shri Chuni Lai, MP. 

42. Shri N. M. Wadiva, M.P. 

43. Shrimati Laxmi Bai Sangam, M.P. 

44. Syed Mir Qaslm M.L.A., Chairman, Jammu & Kashmir Khadi and 

Village Industries Board. 

45. Shri Dattoba Dastane, Sarva Seva Sangh, Varanasi. 

46. Shri Mohanbhai Parikh, Swarajya Ashram, Bardoll. 

47. Shri Raj Kishorebhai Prasad, Secretary, Bihar Khadi Gramodyog 

Sangh, MuzafTarpur, 

[No. 41/l/6fl-KVI(P).J 
P. SITARAMAN, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF WORKS, HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

New Delhi, the 21st May 1966 

S.O. 1613. — In pursuance of rule 5- A of the Public Premises (Eviction of Un- 
authorised Occupants) Rules, 1958 and in supersession of the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Health No. 7-10/60-LSG dated the 14th 
August, 1963, the Central Government hereby authorises the gazetted officer 
mentioned in co'umn I of the Table below to transfer any proceedings pending 
before an estate officer and pertaining to public premises specified against him in 
column 2 of the said Table for disposal to any other estate officer competent to 
dispose of the same. 


Table 


Gazetted Officer 

i 


Public Premises 
2 


Shri S.G. Bose Mullick, Vice-Chairman, Delhi 
Development Authority, 


PemiseF belonging to the Pell) Development 
Authority, and such oth e i premises be- 
longing to the Central Government a» arc 
controlled or managed by the said Autho- 
rity. 


[No. 10014 (J)/66-UD.] 
R. R. SHARMA, Under Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF EDUCATION 

Archaeology 

New Delhi, the 7th May 1968 

S.O. 1814. — Whereas by the notification, of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Education No. F. 4-19/65, C.l,, dated the 6th December, 1966, pub- 
lished m Ps^-t II, Section 3, sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India dated the 
18th December 1965, the Central Government gave notice of its intention to declare 
the ancient monument specified in the schedule below to be of national impor- 
tance- 

And whereas no objections have been received to the making of such declara- 
tion. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of sec- 
tion 4 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains Act 
1968 (24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby declares the said ancient 
monument to be of national importance. 



The Schedule 


SI. scare 

No. 

District 

Tehsfl 

Locality 

Name of monument 

Revenue plot 
number to be 
included under 
protection. 

Area 

Boundaries 

Ownership 

Remarks 

I 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

1 Jammu & 
Kashmir 

Srinagar 

Khas 

Koti Bagb 

Sankaractarya temple 
together with adja- 
cent land comprised 
in survey plot Nos. 
392 and 393. 

Survey plot 
Nos. 392 and 
393 

1 kanal 
and 7 marlas 

North : Survey 
plot No. 409 

East : Survey- 
plot No. 409 
South'. Survey 
plot No. 409 
West : Survey 
plot No. 409. 

Survey plot 
No. 393 — 
Government 
and the re- 
maining is 
temple pro- 
perty. 

Temple is 
under worship 


LNo. F, 4 19/65- c. 1] 
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New Delhi, the Zllh May 1966 

S.O. 1615, — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that the 
archaeological site and remains specified in the Schedule attached hereto is of 
national importance. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 4 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains Act, 
1958 (24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to 
declare the said archaeological site and remains to be of national importance. 

Any objection made within two months after the issue of this notification by 
any person Interested in the said archaeological Bite and remains vlll be 
considered by the Central Government 


'The Schedule 5 


I 2 

3 4 5 

6 

7 S 

9 10 11 

I West 
Bengal 

Burdwan Ausgram Panduk 

Ancient site and remains 
of Pandurajar Dhip i 
comprised in part of 
Survey plot No. 20. 

Part of Survey 6-86 
plot No. 20. acres 

North : Survey plot State Government 

Nos. id, 17, 3 S 
and 19. 

East : Survey plot 

Nos. 28, 23 and 


29. 

South: Survey plot 
Nos. 21, 22 and. 
J05 (Road). 

West ■ Survey plot 
No- 13 (Road') 
and remaining 
portion oi Survey 
plot N 0.20 where- 
in school is located. 


i 
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SITE PLAN OF PANDU RAJAR DHIPI AT 

PANDUK 



LIMITS OF PROPOSED PROTECTION 


[No. F. 4-10/6S.C.1.] 
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S.O. 1818. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that the ancient 
monuments specified In the Schedule attached hereto is of national importance. 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 4 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains Act. 
1958 (24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention 
to declare the said ancient monuments to be of national importance. 

Any objection made within two months after the issue of this notification 
by any person interested in the said ancient monuments will be considered bv 
the Central Government, 
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‘The ScHrocLtf 


Serial 

No. 


i 


State District Tehsil Locality Name of monument Revenue plot Area 

number to be 
included under 
protection 


2 3 4 5 


6 


7 8 


Boundaries Ownership Remarks 


9 10 11 


1 Madhya Nimar 
Pradedi East 


Khandwa Godadpura Amleshwar alias Mam - Part of survey 0-35 
(Onkar leshwar group of tem- plot No. 19/1 acres 

Mandhata) pies including Kalesh- as shown in the 

war temple together with plan reproduced 
adjacent land com- below, 
prised in part of survey 
plot No. 19/1 as shown 
in the plan reproduced 
below. 


North : — Road, pri- Private 
vate hut and 
Siwha Math in re- 
maining portion 
of survey plot 
No. 19/1, 

East : Road and 
remaining portion 
of survey plot 
No. 19/1. 

South .-—Open land 
and garden in 
remaining portion 
of survey plot No. 

19/1. 

West ; — Siwha Math 
and garden in re- 
maining portion 
of survey plot 
No. 19/1. 


Under 

religious 

worship. 


00 
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SITE PLAN OF MAMLE5HWAR GROUP OF 
TEMPLES AT GODADPUR 


Metric Feet 
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(No. F. 4-12/flfl.C.l.J 
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S.O. 1817. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that the 
archaeological site and remains monument specified in the Schedule attached 
hereto Is of national importance, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 4 of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains Act, 
1058 (24 of 1958), the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention 
to declare the said archaeological site and remains to be of national importance. 

Any objection made within two months after the issue of this notification 
by any person interested in the said archaeological site and remains will be 
considered by the Central Government. 



The Schedcxb 


SL State District TehsQ Locality Name of monument Revenue plot Area 
Net number to be 

included under 
protection 

i Uttar Dearia Padrauna Fatal- Ancient site known as Survey plot Nos. 2 ■ 54 
Pradesh nagar Fszflnagar-Ka-Kot com- 766, 782 and acres 

pri sed in survey plot part of survey 
Nos. 766, 782 and part plot Nos. 757, 
of survey plot Nos. 757, 758 and 759 as 
758 and 759 as shown shown in the 
in the plan reproduced plan reproduced 
below. plan. 
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51TE PLAN OF FAZ1LNAGAR-KA-K0T 


AT FAZILNAGAR 



[No. F. 4-U/66.C.1.] 
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Ne w Delhi, the 28 th May 1966 

S.O. 1618.— -Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that the area 
near or adjoining the Shore Temple, Mahabalipuram, as specified In the schedule 
attached hereto, be declared to be a prohibited area for purposes of mining 
operation or construction or both. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by rule 31 of the Ancient 
Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains Rule, 1959 the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby gives notice of its Intention to declare the said area to be a 
prohibited area. 

Any objection made within one month from the date of Issue of this notifica- 
tion, by any person interested in the said area will be considered by the Central 
Government. 



* Slate District Taluk Locality Name of Monument 

2 3 4 5 6 

1 M liras Chingle- Chingle- M aha- Shore temple 
put put balipuram 


‘THB SCHEDtJU 1 


Area Ownership Details of Remarks j 

modern 
structures if 
any in the 
area proposed 
to be declared 
prohibited 

8 9 10 11 


Survey plot No. 28 acres Coastal area plots NIL 

172/1, part of and 40 ares Government 

Survey plot No. Cents. owned and the 
176 arid coastal remaining under 

area on the private ownership, 

north and south 
of the Shore 
temple as shown 
in the site plan 
reproduced below. 


Revenue plot 
numbers to be 
declared 
prohibited 


Sac. Saill THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JUNE 1, 1966/JVAIS1HA 14, 1888 




SITE PLAN OF SHORE TEMPLE AT MAHABALIPURAM 
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[No. F, 4-7/36.C.1.] 
SHARDA RAO (Mss.) 
A»tt« Educational Adnscr. 


f 


< 
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MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT & AVIATION 
(Department of Transport, Shipping and Tourism) 

(Transport Wimt) 

New Delhi, the 23 rd May, 1966. 

S.O. 1619 In pursuance of sub-rule (lj of rule 2 of the Indian Merchant 

Shipping (Seamen's Employment Office, Bombay) Rules, 1954 and in supersession 
of the Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Transport No. 
15-MT(6)/65, dated the 13th January, 1966, the Central Government hereby 
appoints the Additional Director General of Shipping, Bombay, ex-officio, as 
the Appellate Authority for the purpose of the said rules. 

[No. 15-MT(6)/65-3 

S.O. 1620.— In pursuance of sub-rule (ii) of rule' 2 of the Indian Merchant 
Shipping (Seamen’s Employment Office, Calcutta), Rules, 1954 and in super- 
session of the Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Trans- 
port No. 15-MT(6)/65. dated the 13th January, 1966, the Central Government 
hereby appoints the Additional Director General of Shipping, Bombay, ex-officlo. 
as the Appellate Authority for the purpose of the said rules. 

[No. 15-MT(6)/65.3 
P. K, RAKSHIT, Under Secy. 

(Department of Transport, Shipping & Tourism) 

(Transport Wing) 

Merchant Shipping 

New Delhi, the 23 rd May 1966 

S.O. ifiai.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 434 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1958, (44 of 1958), the Central Government hereby directs that with effect from the 1st June 
1966, the provisions of the said Act specified in column 1 of the Schedule below, which do not 
expressly apply to sailing vessels shall also apply to sailing vessels subject to the conditions and 
modifications specified in column 2 of the said Schedule ; namely : — 

SCHEDULE 


Section of the Act 


Conditions and modifications 


3(9), (10), (24), (1) In all the sections, references to ‘ship’, 'master* and ‘seaman’ shall be 
(33) & (36), no construed as references to ‘sailing Vessel*, ‘tlndal* and ‘member of the 
(1), (2)&(3). crew of a sailing vessel* respectively. 

162(1) and (3) . (2) In clause (9) of the section 3, the words ‘engaged under this Act* Bhall 

be omitted. 


s6; 

160 


290 

334 

336 

337 

338 

339 

340 

34 1 


342 

343 f 3) 

383 

384 

385 

386 


443 

446 


(3) In sub-clause (b) of clause (36) of section 3, the words ‘discharge from 
his ship by a Marine Board’ shall be omitted. 


[No. 3 o-MD( 2)/66.J 
B. P. SRIVASTAVA, Dy. Secy 
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RfllT fa Vim 

(fw-mr n\ i) 

^ faccff, 21 ^ 1966 

tfRo 1622. — FTr£ 211^71 fiiR RWT 627, foTr3? 8 fiW 1 960 TRUTH]; 

fifT$ 1951 % WTcfW TR fw-ff P f PtH 434 p giT Ill % ur ) £ tffiTRTT 

stt-tr R^rfauirfi ^ ’PT^icfR ifcr 3 i-e-66 # imfer tt hwihV $rpj 

•ptpt tt f^Di^w ftnrr ^ I 


[?f° 5-3 l/ 66 

prrpo flrjTfr, 

(H§J<T+ R'^l f*i$3TT (ft® t^O'Tfo) I 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P&T Board) 

New Delhi, the 21 st May 1906 

5.0. 1628, — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian Tele- 
graph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.O. No. 627, dated 8th March, I960, the 
Director-General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specified the 1st June, is 66 us 
the date on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced in CUDDALORE 
Telephone Exchange. 

[No. S-31/65-PHB.I 

New Delhi, the 25th May 1960 

8.0. 1624. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 434 of Indian 
Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the 
Director-General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 1st June, I960 as 
the date on which the Measured Rate System will be Introduced in SHILLONG 
Telephone Exchange 

[No. 31/ 17/64-PHB.J 
D. R, BAHL, Assistant Director General (PHB). 


(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 26 th May I960 

S O. 1625. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-rule (2) of rule 9, clause 
(b) of sub-rule (2) of rule 12 and sub-rule (1) of rule 24. read with rule 34, of 
the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Anpeel) Rules. 1965, the 
President hereby makes the following further amendments in the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Communications (Posts and Tele- 
graphs) No. S.R.O. 620, dated the 28th February, 1957, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification — 

(1) in Part 11 — General Central Service, Clans III — 

the heading "Office of the Director of Telecommunications, Jammu end 
Kashmir and other offices under hi3 jurisdiction’’ and the entries 
thereunder shall be omitted. 

(2) in Part III— General Central Service, Class IV — 

the heading “Office of the Director of Telecommunications, Jammu and 
Kashmir and n+h Q r officcq under his jurisdiction” and the entries 
thereunder, shall be omitted. 

[No. 44/3/60-Disc.] 

D. K. AGARWAL, 
Asstt. Director General 
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MINISTRY OF IRRIGATION AND POWER 

New Delhi, the 25 Ih Mail 1966 

8.0, 1626.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 
36 of the Indian Electricity Act. 1910, the Central Government hereby appoint, 
with immediate effect, until further orders, Shrl C. K. V. Rao, Director (Com- 
mercial) Centrnl Water and Power Commission (Power Wing) to be the Electrical 
Inspector for the electrical installations in the various projects belonging to or 
under the control of the Department of Atomic Energy - 

[No- EL.II-4(lO)/06.] 
R, L. MOHAN, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH & FAMILY PLANNING 

New Delhi, the 24th May 1966 

S.O. 1627. — The following draft of rules further to amend the Drugs and Cosme- 
tics Rules, 1945, which the Central Gove nment proposes to make, after consulta- 
tion with the Drugs Technics' Advisory Board, in exercise of the rowers con- 
ferred by sections 12 and 33 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 (23 of 11140), 
is published, as required by the said sections for the information of all persons 
likely to be affected thereby and notice is hereby given that the said draft will 
be taken into consideration on or after the 31st August, 1966. 

2. Any objections or suggestions which may be received from any person with 
respect to the said draft before the date so specified will be considered by the 
Central Government: — 


Draft Rules 

1, Short title. — These Rules may be called the Drugs and Cosmetics (Amend- 
ment) Rules, 1960. 

2. In the Drugs and Cosmetics Rules, 1945, in Schedule K. after entry 17, the 
following entry shall be inserted, namely: — 


Class of drugs 


Extent and conditions of exemption 


18. Clinical thermometers manufac- All the provisions of Chapter IV of the Act and Rules 
tured in India. thereunder subject to the condition that the Clinical 

thermometers bear the certification Mark specified by 
the Indian Standards Institution and comply with 
the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) 
Act, 1952 (36 of 1952) the Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks)) Rules 1955 and the Indian Stan- 
dards Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 
1955- 


INo. F. 1-15/65-D.l 
AMAR NATH VARMA. Under Secy. 

New Delhi, the 25th May 1960 

S.O. 1628. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section 
8 of the Provident Funds Act, 1925 (19 of 1925), the Central Govern pent hereby 
adds to the Schedule to the said Act the name of the following public institution 
namely;— 

‘‘All India Institute of Mental Health, Bangalore.” 


[No F. 8-30/ G5-MPT,] 
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S.O. 1629— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 
8 of the Provident Funds Act, 1925 (19 of 1925), the Central Government hereby 
directs that the provisions of the said Act shall apply to the Provident Fund 
established for the benefit of the non-pensionable permanent employees of the 
All India Institute of Mental Health, Bangalore. 


[No. F.8-36/ 65-MPT(A) .] 

New Delhi, the 21th May I960 

S.O. 1630. — Whereas, in pursuance of clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 
3 of the Indian Medical Council Act, 1958, (102 of 1956), the following persons 
have been elected by the members of the Senate or Court, as the case may be 
of the respective Universities mentioned against them to be members of the 
Medical Council of India with effect from the date of election shown against 
each namely: — 


Particulars of 

Member 

Name of the University 

Which elected him 

Date 0 1 
election 

T, Dr. D. S. Chaudhary, 

Dean , Government Medical 
College, Jabalpur, 

University of Jabalpur 

22-1-1966 

. 2 . Dr. M. D- Jadhav, M. D., 

4th Lane, Rajarampuri, 
Kolhapur. 

Shivajl University 

12-3-1966 

Dr. B. C, Bose, 

Dean, Faculty of Medicine 
of the University and 
Dean, Mahatma Gandhi 
Memorial College, Indore. 

University of Indori 

14-3-1966 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby makes the following further amendments in 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Health No. F. 5-13/ 
59-MI. dated the 9th January, I960: — 

In the said notification, under the heading “Elected under clause (b) of sub- 
section (1) of section 3,” — 

(I) for the entry against serial No. 13. the following entry shall be sub- 
stituted, namely: — 

“Dr. D. S. Choudhary, 

Dean, Government Medical College, 

Jabalpur— University of Jabalpur, 

(II) after serial No. 31 and the entry relating thereto, the following serial Nos. 

and the entries shall respectively be inserted, na7nely; — 

“32. Dr. M, D. Jadhav, M.D., 

4th Lane, Rajarampuri, 

Kolhapur— Shivajl University. 

33. Dr. B. C. Bose, 

Dean, Faculty of Medicine 
of the University and 
Dean, Mahatma Gandhi 
Memorial Medical College, 

Indore — University of Indore. 


[No. F. 4-5/ 66-MPT.] 
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aft f r ,the entr >’ relating to the Punjab University, 
tne following entries shall be inserted, namely: 


edical School Pondicherry 

Medico-Surgical College, 
Nova-Goa, Pan im 


Ecolde Medicine Diploma 

dc Ecole Medicine . . D.E.M.P. 

Diploma of Licentiate of the 
Medico-Surgical College, 

Nova, Goa. . . Medico- 

Surgeon. 

Goa” 


[No. F. 12-40/64-MPT.J 
K. M. L. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF MINES & METALS 


New Delhi, the 21st May 1968 

ies f— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the late 

ca 0 A S Tv el, oo 1 ^ n | S + a i 1 *». H ^ a y y T Eng , i il eerinE (Department of Mines and 
Metals), S.O.No. 2012 dated the 1st June, 1964 under sub-section (1) of section 4 
of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), 
the Central Government gave notice of its intention to prospect for coal in the 
locality specified m the Schedule appended to that notification and reproduced in 
the Schedule appended hereto; 


And whereas in respect of the said lands no notice under sub-section (1) of 
section 7 of the said Act, has been given; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the said sub-section- 
(1) of section ?, the Central Government hereby specifies a further period of one 
year commencing from the 1 st June. 1965 as the period within which the Central 
Government may give notice of its intention to acquire the whole or any part of 
the said lands or of any rights in or over such lands. 


Schedule 

KARO BLOCK (EAST BOKARO COAL FIELD) 

Drg. No. RCV./30/64 
dated 29 - 2 - 64 . 

Sub-Block-1 

(showing lands noti- 
fied for prospecting) 


SI. Village 

No. 

P.S. 

Thana 

No. 

District Area 

Remarks. 

1 Kurpania 

. Bermo 

17 

Hazaribagh 

Full 

2 Bermo . 


18 


Part 

3 Jaridih . . , 

m • i) 

19 

1 ) 

Part 

4 Baidkaro 


20 

13 - - 

Part 

5 Emlo 


64 

73 • 1 

Part 

6 Karo 


65 

H 

Part 

Bermo (Kargali) 

* • 33 

66 

3) * * 

Part 


Total Area 5120-00 Acres (approx.) OR 2073 HECTARES- 

(approx.) 
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-Boundary Description 

1- 2. line passes alone the part Eastern Boundary of Village Gobindpur, 

which is also common with part Western Village boundaries ox 
Bermo, Kurpania, and passes along the northern boundaiea cf Vil- 
lages Bermo, Baidkaro and Karo which is also common with part 
southern boundary of village Pilpilo, Southern boundary of Chhotki- 
kuri part Southern boundary of village Pa'amu and pait Southern 
boundary of village Sarubera. 

2- 3 line passes along the Part Western boundary of village Emlo which 

also is common with the part Eastern boundary of village Karo and 
then pusses through village Emlo meeting at point 3 which is the 
north cast corner point of Kargali Colliery boundary. 

3- 4, line passes through villages Emlo, Karo, Bermo (Kargali), Baidkaro 

and Bermo and also common with the northern boundary of Kargali 
Colliery and Bokaro Colliery. 

4- 5. line passes through village Bermo and Jaridih and is also partly com- 

mon with the western boundary' of Bokaro Colliery. 

5- 6. line passes through village Bokaro. 

6- 7. line passes along the pa t northern boundary of village Jaridih and 

through village Bermo. 

7- 1. line passes through village Bermo which is also common with the part 

northern Railway boundary of Bermo Barkakhana Railway line. 


Sub Block II 


Si. Village P.S, Thana District Area Remarks 

No. No. 


1 Bore* Bormo 

2 Jarangdih .... » 


115 Hazaribagh . , Part 

1 16 „ ■ • Part 

Total area 65-00 acres (approx.) or 26-33 
Hectares (approx.) 


Boundary Description 

1- 2. line passes through Jarangdih and Borea which is also common with 

the left Bank of Kunar Nala. 

2- 3. line passes through village Borea (Through Kunar Nala) ud to the 

point 3 which is the middle of Kunar Nala. 

J-4. line passes along the part northern Boundary of village Borea and 
along the northern boundary of village Jarangdih which is common 
with the part middle line of Kunar Nala. 

4-1. line passes through village Jarangdih (Kunar Nala) meeting at point 
1 on the left Bank of Kunar Nala. 


[No, C2-20(13)/«4.J 


New Delhi , the 23rd May 1966 

8.0. 1633.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Steel & Mines (Department of Mines and Metals) SO No 2608 
dated the 24th July, 1C64 under sub-scction (1) of section 4 of the Coal Bearing 
Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) the Central 

Government gave notice of its intention to prospect for coal in 'the localities 
specified 111 the Schedule appended to that notification and reproduced in tha 
Schedule appended thereto; 

And whereas in respect of the said land no notice under sub-section (1) of 
section 7 of the said Act has been given; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the said sub-section 
(1) of section 7 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby specifies a 
further period of one year commencing from the 24th July, I960 as the period 
within which the Central Government may give notice of its intention to 
acquire the whole or any part of the said lands or of any rights in or over such 
lands. 


Schedule 


HARILAD1H — JIALGARA BLOCK 

Drg. No Rew/74'62 
Da u 22-IC-62 


SI. No. 

Village 

Thana 

Thana No. 

District Area 

Remark* 

I. 

Fatepur 

Jharia 

130 

Dhanbad 

Part 

2. 

Jharia 






(Jharia Khas) Jharia 

131 

Dhanbad 

Part 

3- 

Hariladih 

Jharia 

132 

Dhanbad 

Part 




Total Area : 
Or 

535-54 acres (Approximately) 
3To,)'9 Hectares (Approximately) 


Boundary Description: 

A-B— line passes through village Haviladih and meets at point 'B\ 

B-C — line passes along the part Southern boundary of village Hariladih 
and meets at point ‘C’. 

■C-D — lines passes through village Hariladih and meets at point ‘D’. 

D-E— line passes along the part Southern boundary of village Jharia 
(Jharia Khas) and meets at point ‘E’. 

E-F— line passes along the part Eastern boundary of village Jharia (Jharia 
Khas) and meets at point ‘F\ 

F-G — line passes through village Jharia (Jharia Khas) and meets at point 
‘G\ 


G-H — line passes along part common boundary of villages Jharia (Jharia 
Khas) and Lodna and meets at point 'H\ 

H-I — line passes through village Jharia (Jharia Khas) and meets at point 
T. I 

I-J — line passes along the part common boundary of villages Jharia (Jharia 
Khas) and Panrebera and meets at point ‘J\ 

J-K-L — lines pass through village Fatepur and meet at point ‘L’. 

L-M — line passes along part common boundary of villages Jharia (Jharia 
Khas) and Fatepur and meets at point 'M’, 

M-N-O — -lines pass through village Jharia (Jharia Khas) and meet at 
point ‘O’. 

O-A — line passes along the part common boundary of villages Jharia 
(Jhana Khas) and Hariladih and meets at point ‘A’. 

[No. C2-20(1)/63.J 

S.O, 163?. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of sectio* 
4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 
1957), and of all other powers enabling it in this behalf, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby rescinds the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Steel and Mines (Department of Mines and Metals) No. 2944, dated 
the 14th September, 1C65. 


[No C2-22(3V65.] 
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New Delhi, the 24 th May 1906 

S.O- 1635.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 14 
of the Coal Bearing Areas [Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), 
the Centra] Government hereby makes the following amendment to the notifica- 
tion of Government of India in the late Ministry of Steel and Mines (Department 
of Mines and Metals) No. S.O. 182, dated the 5th January, 1966, namely: — 

In the said notification, for the words and letters “Shri M. Z. Hasan, District 
and Sessions Judge, Bilaspur”, the words and letters “Shri R. P. Sinha, Whole- 
time Tribunal, Ranchi’’ shall be substituted, 

[No. C2-22(5)/65.] 


New Delhi , the 25 th May 1966 

S.O. 1636. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 7 
of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) 
and of all other powers enabling it in this behalf, the Central Government hereby 
rescinds the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Steel 
and Mines (Department of Mines and Metals) No. 1864, dated the 7th June, 1968. 

[No. C2-22(9)/63.] 


ERRATA 

New Delhi , the 23rd May 1966 

S.O. 1637. — In the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Mines and Metals No, S.O. 780, dated the 24th February, I960 and published in 
the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-Section (ii), dated the 19th March, 
1966 at page 715 and 716 — 

(1) at page 715: — 

In the tabular statement in the entries against Serial number 3, for 
“Murbhani” read “Murhbani”; 

(2) at page 716: — 

(i) for the words “village Murbhani” wherever they occur read "village 
Murhbani”; 

(li) in lines 21 and 24, for “line passed” read “line passes'’. 

[No. C2-20(4)/B3,] 

S.O. 1688. — In the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Mines and Metals S.O. 630, dated the 19th February, 1966 and published In the 
Gazette of India. Part II, Section 3, Sub-Section (ii), dated the 5th March, 1969 , 
at page 013 to 015; 

at page 614: — 

In line 49, for “129 and 128” read “129, 127 and 128”; 
at page 615:— 

(i) in line 17 for “Funikamtee ” read "Junikamtee”; 

(11) in line 32 for “Junkimatee’’ read "Junikamtee”. 

[No. C2-26(l)/85.] 

S.O. 1639. — In notification of the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Mines and Metals S.O. No. 861, dated the 14th March, 1966, published in Part II 
Section 3 sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India Extraordinary at pages 545 — 
548. 

At page 545- 

In line 15, for “the locality specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification” read “or of any right in or over such lands described 
in that notification”. 

[No. C2-22(2)/65.J 
RAM SAHAY, Under Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY 

(Indian Standards Institution) 

Net ' 1 Delhi, the 23 rd May I960 

S.O 1010, — In licence No. CM/L-1155, dated 15th October, 1965, held by M/s. 
Rajasthan Cable Industries Pvt.. Ltd., Kota, the details of which are published 
under S.O. 135 in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-scction (ii) dated 
8 th January, I960, the list, of articles has been revised as under with effect from 
16th May, 1966: 


Type 


Voltage Grade Conductor 


(a) VIR Cables for Fixed Wiring. 

(i) Braided and compounded 

(ii) Tough rubber sheathed 
(lit) Tough rubber sheathed 
( iv ) Weatherproof . 


250/440 and 6 jo/i 100 
Volts, 

250/440 Volts 
650/1 too Volts 

250/440 and 650/1 100 
Volts. 


Copper or Alumi- 
nium. 


Aluminium only. 

Copper or Alumi- 
nium 


(b) VIR Flexible Cables. 

(v) Welding cables ..... . . Copper only. 

(< c ) VIR Flexible Cords. 

(vi) Braided and compounded (workshop type j 250/440 Volts Copper onh. 

(vii) Twisted and circular artificial silk or 
glace cotton braided 

(viii) Tough rubber sheathed 


[No. MD/55 : 1 155-3 


New Delhi, the 25th May 1966 

S.O. 1641.— In licence No- CM/L-754, dated 4lh August 1964 held by M/s. 
Hindusthan Twyfords Ltd.. Bahadurgarh, the details of which are published under 
S.O. 3019 in the Gazette ol India, Part II, Section 3 Sub-section (liL dated 25th 
September 1965, the list of articles has been revised as under with effect from 1 st 
June 1966: 


Vitreous sanitary appliances consisting of 

(1) Squatting pans, long pan pattern, size 450 mm, 630 mm, 580 mm and 

680 mm; 

(2) Squatting pans, orissa pattern, size 630x450 mm, 580x440 mm; 

(3) Wash basins, flat back, size 450x300 mm, 550x400 mm and 

630 x50 mm; 

(4) Sinks, laboratory size 400X250X 150 mm; 

(5) Urinals (bowls flat back); 

( 6 ) Wash-down water closets; and 

(7) Pedestals for wash basins. 
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S. 0.1(43. — The Certification Marks licences, details of which are given hereafter, have lapsed or their renewal deferred : 


Serial 

No. 

Licence No. 
and Date 

licensee’s Name 
and Address 

Article and the 

Indian Standard Number 

Gazette Notification 
Notifying Grant of 
Licence 

Remarks 

I 

2 

3 

4 

S 

6 

I. 

CM/L-510 

Nagrath Paints Pvt. Ltd., 46 Fazalganj, 

(1) Enamel, Brushing, Interior S.O. 695 dated 

Lapsed after 


28-2-1963 

Kanpur (U.P.) 

(a) undercoating 

(b) finishing colour as required — 

IS: 133-1950; and 

(2) Enamel, Synthetic, exterior Type 1 

(a) undereoating 

(b) finishing, colour as required. Class : 

Brushing and Spraying — 

IS :2932-i964- 

23-3-1963. 

15-3-1966. 

2 m 

CM/L-52I 

27-3-103 

Do. 

Ready mixed paints as per IS : 102-1 02, 

IS: 103-102, IS : H 7 -I 04 , IS : 119- 
102 to IS : 121-1962, IS : 123-1962, 
IS : 127-1962, IS : 128-102, IS : 129- 
1950, IS : 164-1951, IS : 870-1962, 
and IS: 871-102. 

S.O. 1145 dated 
20-4-1963. 

Lapsed after 
15-4-1966’ 

3 - 

GM/L-528 

18-4-1963 

Hajipur Plywood Factory, Hajipur, D:stt. 
■MuzafFarpur (Bihar). 

Tea-chest plywood panels — IS:io-i953 

S.O. 1383 dated 

18 - 5 - 103 . 

Deferred afN 1 
30-4-1966- 

4 - 

CM/L-ioii 

22 - 2-105 

CM/L-1012 

22 - 2-105 

Shembekar Industries, Chinchwad, Poona 

Do. 

Three-phase induction motors (upto 3 "1 

HP only) — 18:325-1961. 1 

Small AC & universal electric motors, 

with Class ‘ A ’ insultaion single phase 
capacitor start — IS ; 996-1959 

S.O. 987 dated 
27-3-1 963, 

1 

Lapsed after 
28-2-1966. 

6. 

CM/L-1037 

Anand Insecticides, 4/5 Elaiya Mudali 

BHC water dispersible powder concentrates 

S.O. 1406 dated 

Deferred after 


22-3-1965 

Street, Korukupet, Madras-21. 

IS: 562-102. 

1-5-1965. 

31-3-106. 

■7 

CM/L-1052 

J. K. Steel Ltd., Rishra, DistL Hooghly, 

Hot rolled steel strips (baling) — IS :io29- 

S.O. 1592 dated 

Deferred after 


I 5 - 4 -I 0 S 

(W. Bengal). 

1956. 

22-5-19 65. 

15-4-1966. 

8. 

CM/L-1053 

Sudarshan Steel Rolling Mills, 1/604 

Structural steel (standard quality) — IS 1 :S.G. 1592 dated 

Deferred afte 1 

9 - 

15-4-1965 

CM/L-1054 

15-4-1965 

G.T. Road, Shahdara, Delhi-32. 

Do. 

226-1962. (_ 

Structural steel (ordinary quality) — IS : f 
1977 - 1962 . J 

22-5-1965. 

30-4-1966- 


[No. MD/33JI6/C.] 
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S-0 . 1643- — In pursuance of sub-regulation (i) of regul atioii 5 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, the Indian I 
Standards Institution hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the schedule hereto annexed, have been cancelled 

The Schedule I 


SI. No. and Title of the Indian Standard Cancelled No. and Date of Gazette Notification in which Establishment 

No. of the Indian Standard was notified 


1 IS : 396-1953 Specification for bare annealed high-conductivity copper wire S. R- O. 658 dated 26th March 1955, publish;.! in the Gazette of 

for electrical machinery and apparatus ( tentative ) India, Part II, Section 3 dated 26th March 1955. 

2 IS ; 1594-1960 Metric sizes of copper wires and conductors for electrical pur- S. O. 3059 dated 16th December i960, published in the Gazette of 

poses. India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ti) dated 24th December 

i960. 


[No MD/i 3:7-] 
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New Delhi , the 26 th May 1966 

S.O. 1644.— From licence No, CM/L-344, dated 29tK September 1961, held by 
M/s Godrej Soaps Pvt. Ltd., 316 Delisle Road, Bombay-11, the details of which 
were published under S.O. 3587 in the Gazette of India, Part II, Sub-Section 3(ii> 
dated 20th November 1965, oleic acid, technical, grade 3 (TS:1676-1960) has been 
excluded with effect from 16th May 1966. 


LNo. MD/55:344.} 

S.O. 164S. — In licence No. CM/L-701, dated 26th June 1964, held by M/s. Godrej 
Soaps Pvt. Ltd., Vikhroli, Bombay-70, the details of which were published under 

S.O. 2666 in the Gazette of India Part II, Sub-Section 3 (ii) dated 28th August 
1965, oleic acid, technical, grade 3 CIS: 1676-1960) has been included with effect 
from 16th May 1966. 


[No. MD/55:7()1.J 

D. V. KARMARKAR, 
Deputy Director General (Marks). 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 

(Department of Labour & Employment) 

New Delhi, the 21st May 1966 

S.O. 1646. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the emolovcrp in 
relation to the 6 and 7 Pits Jamadoba Colliery of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Com- 
pany Limited, Jamadoba, Post Office Jealgora (District Dhanbad) and 
their workmen, which was received bv the Central Government on the 16th May, 
1966. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 

DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1 )(d) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 


Reference No. 16 of 1964 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. Jamadoba (Dhanbad). 

And 


Their Workmen 

Present : Shri Raj Kishore Prasad, Presiding Officer. 

Apfearances : 

For the Employers: Sarvashri S. N. Singh, Legal Assistant, M/s. Tata Iron & Steel 
Co. Ltd., Jamadoba and Lai Behari Mahato, Clerk of M/s. Tata Iron 
and Steel Co, Ltd., Jamadoba. 

For the Workmen: Shri British Chandra, President, Tata Collieries Workers Union, 
Digwadih. 

State: Bihar. Industry; Coal. 


Dhanbad, dated the 4th April, 1966. 

AWARD 

By its Order No. 2/88/03-LRII dated the 24th January, 1964, the Government 
of India, Ministry of Labour and Employment, referred under Setion 10(1) (d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (hereinafter referred to as the Act), for adjudication. 
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to this Tribunal, an Industrial dispute existing between the employers in relation 
to the 6 & 7 Pits, Jamadoba Colliery of M/s. Tata Iron & Steel Co. Ltd,, Jamadoba 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the schedule annexed 
to the order of reference which is reproduced below: 


SCHt.IlULE 

"Whether the dismissal from service of Shri Arjun Mandal, Miner, by the 
management of 6 & 7 Pits Jamadoba Colliery with effect from the 
20th Ju’.v, 1962 was justified? 

If not. to what relief is the woikmnn entitled?" 

2. The management filed their written statement on 25th March 1964. Their 
case was that Ihe concerned workman Shri Arjun Mandal was robbing coal and, 
them fore. as the said robbing of piller is a breach of the Mining Regulation 115, 
a chargesheet dated 27th June 19G2 Ext. —Ext. W 5 was Issued to him to which 
he gave a reply, Ext. M l=E.ct. IV 6 and, therefore, a notice dated 4th July 1062 
E.rf. M 2 fixing the date of departmental enquiry on 9th July 1962 at 8 a.m. was 
issued and served on him but in spite of the service of the notice he failed to 
attend the departmental enquiry and, therefore, it was held In his absence; that 
at the said departmental enquiry the misconduct mentioned in the charges beet was 
established and. therefore, the concerned workman Shri Arjun Mandal was dismissed 
by a letter dated 13th July 1962 E.rt. MC.~E.rt. W 2 with effect from 20th July 
1962 after the approval of the Asstt. Chief Mining Engineer Ext. fif " 1 who is also 
the Agent of the Jamadoba Group; that, therefore, the dismissal of Shri Arjun 
Manda 1 was honafldu and justified and ns such he was not entitled to any relief. 

3. A written statement, by way of rejoinder, was filed on behalf of the concern- 
ed workman on 1st July 1964 by the Secretary, Tata Collieries Workers' Union, 
Digwadih. The defence of the union was that there was no basis for the choree- 
sheet issued against Shri Arjun Mandal and it was false to allege that he had 
robbed coal; that although no notice of enquiry was served on him Shri Arjun 
Mandal appeared at the place oC enquiry at 8 a.m. on Hth July 1962, hut the 
Welfare Officer did not hold any enquiry on the ground that the Manage ■ w as not 
available for examination and verbally asked him to come again in the afternoon 
at 3-00 r.M. but when he went again in the afternoon the Welfare Officer did not 
hold any enquiry and again verbally informed him that the enquiry would be held 
on another day which would he notified to him later but no notice howeve was 
served on him giving a fresh date of enquiry and therefore no enquiry was held 
in the matter; that the allegation that an e.r-parte enquiry was he’d is. false and 
the alleged Enquiry Officer has not submitted any enquiry report, obviously be- 
cause he did not hold any enquiry, and as such the concerned workman could not 
be dismissed without any enquiry into the charge-sheet; that on the evidence Ext. 
M4 of Shri H. S. Dutta, Manager, who alone was examined at the domestic enquiry, 
the charge alleged against the concerned workman was not proved, because he 
admitted "that he did not see the concerned workman actually robbing the coal 
and his statement Ext. M4 is contradictory to the statement mentioned in the 
chargesheet Ext. M = Ext. W and, therefore, no misconduct was proved and as 
such there being no enquiry and there being no enquiry report and the charge 
not having been proved his dismissal was illegal. 

4. "When the case was taken up on 31st March 1966 Shri Pritlsh Chanda, Presi- 
dent, Tata Collieries Works’ Union, appeared for the concerned workman, and, 
Sarvashri S. N. Singh and Lai Bihari Mahato appeared for the mangement. 

Both side filed documents, which, with mutual consent, were taken in evidence 
and marked exhibits. Documents filed by the management were marked Exhibits 
M to M 9 and those filed by the workman were marked Exhibits W to W 9. The 
Part-Plan filed and proved by MW 1, Shri H. S. Dutta, Manager of the colliery, 
was marked Ext, M 10, after objection of the union. 

Both side examined one witness each. The union examined the concerned 
workman, Shri Arjun Mandal, WW 1 and the management examined the Manager 
Shri H. S. Dutta, MW 1. 

5. On the arguments presented before the Tribunal two points arise for deci- 
sions;— (i) Was there any domestic enquiry, and, (ii) if there was none, is the 
misconduct of the concerned workman Shri Arjun Mandal established by the evid- 
ence of the witness examined by the management before the Tribunal? 
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Point No. (i) 

From the enquiry papers, it appears that the chargesheet Ext M = Ext. W 5 was 
admittedly issued on 27th June 1962 to the concerned workman to which he gave 
a reply Ext. M 1 = Ext. W 6. The date of the reply is not given as even the 
original reply bears no date, but from Ext. W 6 it appears that the chargesheet 
was received on 30th June 1962, and, therefore, the repiy must have been sent 
thereafter in July 1962. Ext. M 2 is a notice dated 4th July 1962 Informing him 
that the enquiry will be held on 9th July 1962 at B a.m. and m support of the 
service of this notice on the workman which fact is stoutly denied by the concerned 
workman, the management filed a tear sheet Ext. M 3 from the Peon Book in 
order to show that on 4th July 1962 this notice was given to the Peon, whose name 
Is mentioned there, for service on the concerned workman and there is a thumb 
impression but it is not known whose thumb impression it is, whether it is of the 
peon or of Arjun Mandal. The peon was not examined before the Tribunal and 
this tear-off sheet was not put to the workman concerned WW 1 in this cross- 
examination by the management in spite of the fact, that in his examination in 
chief WW 1 specifically stated that: "No letter regarding enquiry was received by 
me”. MW 1 in his examination in chief stated that he received the notice of 
enqui.y Ext. M2 from the Welfare Officer but he did not say that the concerned 
workman also received such a notice, obviously he could not say so because he 
was not concerned either with the issue of this notice or with its service. In such 
a state of evidence, it is impossible to hold that the notice of enquiry was served 
on the workman. Even then, WW 1 said that he went to the Enquiry Officer, 
though he did not receive any notice, but the Welfare Officer did not hold the 
enquiry and told him to come in the afternoon as the Manage, was not there, and, 
when he went again in the afternoon, as asked by the Welfare Officer, he was told 
by the Welfare Officer that the Manager was not available and he will get a 
notice of a fresh enquiry later on. The Welfare Officer was not examined at the 
domestic enquiry and he has not been examined before the Tribunal also to con- 
tradict the statement of the concerned workman. The statement of the concerned 
workman is, therefore, ex-parte and uncontroverted and it has not been challenged 
even in his cross examination. I have, therefore, no hesitation in holding that no 
enquiry was held as alleged by the management into the chargesheet of the con- 
cerned workman. 

Moreover, it will appear from Ext. M 5, the chit written by the Enquiry Officer 
to the Manager, on 9th July 1962 that the concerned workman did not turn up 
for enquiry and, therefore, the Enquiry Officer asked for an ex-parte decision to 
be taken, but the Enquiry Officer did not submit any enquiry report or any finding 
of his. The position, therefore, is that; 

(a) no notice of the enquiry held on 9th Juiy 1962 was given to the concern- 
ed workman; 

(h) even when, on knowing about the enquiry without notice being served, 
the concerned workman went to the place of enquiry, no enquiry was 
held and he was asked by the Welfare Officer to come in the afternoon, 
when he went again and even then no enquiry was held on the ground 
that the Manager was not available and that he will be informed later 
on and these statements of his are un-contradictcd and un-challenged 
in his cross examination. The above statements of WW 1 are sup- 
ported by Ext. WT where also such a procedure was adopted. Ext. 
W 7 shows that an enquiry of one Singeswar Mondal, which was fixed 
for 19th July 1962, was adjourned to 20th July 1962, and that the work- 
man there also was informed verbally about this charge. This sup- 
ports the practice of the management and of the Enquiry Officer; 

(c) the alleged statement of Shrj. H. S. Dutta Ext. M 4 having been recorded 

e.x-narte r admittedly in the absence of the concerned workman and 
not having been tested by cross examination and not signed by him 
or the Enquiry Officer was valueless and cannot be used against the 
workman concerned and, therefore, it is rejected; and 

(d) there is no Enquiry Report by the Enquiry Officer and as such no 

finding by the Enquiry Officer that the misconduct of the workman 
had been established at the domestic enquiry; 

The result, therefore, Is that due to these infirmities it must be held that there 
was no enquiry at all, and, even if there urns one it being ex-parte and there being 
no Enquiry Report, it was not fair, proper, and in accordance with the natural justice 
and as such it was invalid and must, therefore, be rejected. 
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No. (ii). 

G, The next question is whether the charges against the concerned workman is 
established on the evidence of the Manager, MW 1, who has alone been examined 
before this Tribunal, as the evidence of the Manager MW 1 at the enquiry has 
been rejected, in answer, to a question put by the Tribunal, the Manager MW 1, 
stated: “I did not see Arjun Mandal actually cutting coal hut when I was reaching 
the place L saw him with a pick in his hand which he dropped on the heap of the 
coal on seeing me". This is very important in that it clearly shows that he is not an 
eye witness and he did not see the actual robbing of the coal by the concerned 
workman. He, however, gave certain circumstances from which he inferred that 
it must he the workman Arjun Mandal arid none else who could have robbed the 
coal. It rnay, however, be mentioned that his statement before the Tribunal that 
Shri Arjun Mandal had a pick in his hand which he dropped on the heap of tl\e coal is 
contradictory to what is mentioned in the chargesheet Ext. M 3, where it is men- 
tioned that when the Manager visited the section, he found “one coal pick was 
lying on the heap of coal” which belonged to the workman. The story before the 
Tribunal that the concerned workman was with a pick in his hand which he 
dropped on seeing MW I is entirely falsified by the chargesheet Ext, M, according 
to which the coal pick was lying there from before the Manager MW 1 went 
there. For these reasons, in my opinion, it cannot be said that the charge against 
the concerned workman has been proved beyond all reasonable doubt, and, there- 
fore, ho is entitled to the benefit of doubt when there is no eye witness to prove 
the robbing of coal. Unless it is established beyond all reasonable doubt on the 
evidence of MW 1, because the enquiry has been rejected as invalid and the state- 
ment oE the manager Ext. M 4 alleged to have been recorded at the said enquiry ex- 
p arte in the absence of the workman, has also been rejected, the Tribunal cannot 
hold that, tho alleged charge has been established. Shri D. N. Sahay, Overman, 
who admittedly was with the Manager, was not examined because he is dead. In 
such a stale of evidence, it is not safe, rather it is difficult to inferr, in spite of the 
circumstances mentioned by MW 1, that it was the concerned workman who robbed 
tho coal and that the charge against him was proved beyond al reasonable doubt. 
I, therefore, hold that the mismonduet of the concerned workman is not proved by 
the evidence adduced by the management before the Tribunal. 

7, I, therefore, answer the reference by holding that the dismissal from service 
of Shri Arjun Mamie , Miner, by the management of 6 & 7 Pits Janiadoba Colliery 
with effect from 20th July 1962 was not justified and, therefore, his dismissal is 
set aside and he is reinstated to his previous job as a Miner with full back wages 
with effect from 20th July 1962 till the date of his reinstatement with continuity 
of service and all other benefits. 

8, It may be noted specifically thut the preliminary objection taken by the 
management in para 1 of their written statement that the dispute under reference 
is an individual dispute and not an industrial dispute, to meet which the Union 
had filed Ext. W 8, Counterfoil Receipt Book and Ext. W 9, Membership Register, 
was not pressed and on being asked by the Tribunal Shri Singh stated that he 
doc-, not press it and therefore, no decision in that point is needed. 


9. This is the award which I make and submit to the Central Government. 

(Sd.) Presiding Officer. 


[No. 2/88/03-LRIL] 


S.O. 1647. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, In the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the Messrs Motiram Roshanlal Coal Company, Kirkend Colliery Post 
Office Kusunda (Dhanbad) and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 16th May, 1966. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 

DHANBAD 


In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947. 
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K'eference No. 14 of 1964 


Parties : 

The Employers in relation to the Messrs Motiram Roshanlal Coal Company, 
Kirkend Colliery, P.O. Kusunda (Dhanbad). 

AND 


Their Workmen. 

Present: 

Shri Raj Kishore Prasad, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the Employers — None. 

For the Workmen — Sarvashri Lalit Burman, Secretary and Anunt Sharma, 
Vice-President, Bihar Koyla Mazdoor Sabha. 

State: Bihar Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated the 2U£h March, 10G6 

AWARD 

By its Order No. 2/3/64-LR.II, dated the 24th January, 1964, the Government 
of India, Ministry of Labour and Employment, referred under Section 10(1) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, to this Tribunal for adjudication, an Industrial 
dispute existing between the employers in relation to the Messrs. Motiram 
Roshanlal Coal Company, Kirkend Colliery, P.O. Kusunda (Dhanbad) and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the schedule annexed to the order 
of reference, which is reproduced below: 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Kirkend Colliery was justified in refusing to 
provide work from 23rd October, 1963 to Shri Ramchandra Mahato, 
underground trammer? If not. to what relief is the workman 
entitled?” 

2. A written statement on behalf of the concerned workman was file by Bihar 
Koyla Mazdoor Sabha on 19th March 1964, but, till today no written statement 
has been filed by the management at all. 

3. On 23rd February I960, the Tribunal fixed 29th March 1966 for hearing of 
the reference and on the same date registered notices were issued both to the 
Managing Director, Motiram Roshanlal Coal Company, Kirkend Colliery, P.O. 
Kusunda (Dhanbad) and to the Vice-President, Bihar Koyla Mazdoor Sabha, at 
and P.O. Dhanbad, as, appears from the Registration receipts, which are on the 
record. It appears, however, from the acknowledgement receipt that the notice 
was served on the union on 25th February 1966, but, the acknowledgment receipt 
regarding the notice sent to the Managing Director has not yet been received. 
The fact that the registered cover containing the notice to the Managing Director 
has not been returned to the Tribunal is an indication of the fact that the notice 
has been served on the Managing Director, and, therefore, the absence of the 
acknowledgment receipt is not sufficient to hold that the notice of the date of 
hearing has not been served on the Managing Director at all. In these circum- 
stance, the case was taken up for hearing ex parte on 29th March, I960 : 

4. On 29th March 1966, the time fixed for hearing the reference was 11 am 
when the workman concerned was represented by Sarvashri Lalit Burman Secre-’ 
tary, and Ananta Sharma, Vice-President, Bihar Koyla Mazdoor Sabha; but no one 
appeared for the management. I waited for full one hour, that is, upto 12 Noon 
and still no one turned up on behalf of the management, and, therefore, I pro- 
ceeded ex parte. On behalf of the Union documents were filed, which were 
marked Exts. W to W 6. No witness, however, was examined on behalf of the work- 
man and the concerned workman was also not present. It was stated by Shri 
Burman that as the management did not file any written statement challenging the 
allegations of the union in the written statement of the union, although a copy of 
the written statement was served on the management on 18h March 1904. the work- 
man has not come personally to-day; but even then the union would have 
examined Shri Ananta Sharma, Vice-President, If necessary, if the management 
would have been present to-day to challenge the statements of the union, 
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5. After hearing Shrl Burman and perusing the documents filed by him. which 
are uncontroverted and ex-parte, I am satisfied that there was no justification for 
the management of Kirkenri Colliery for refusing to provide work to the con- 
cerned workman, Shri Rarnchandra Mahato, Underground Trammer, on and from 
23rd October 1 D G 3 , and. therefore, the action of the management in refusing him 
to provide work with effect from 23rd October 1963 was unjustified and, conse- 
quently, the concerned workman is entitled to be reinstated to his previous job of 
Underground Trammer with full back wages with effect from 23rd October 1963 
till the date of his reinstatement, 

6. I accordingly decide the reference in favour of the workman by holding that 
the management of Kirkend Colliery was not justified in refusing to provide work 
from 23rd October 1963 to Shri Ramehandra Mahato, Underground Txammer, and, 
therefore, the wokman is reinstated to Ills previous job of Underground Trammer 
with full back wages and other privileges and advantages and continuitv of service 
with effect from 23rd October 1963 till the dale of his re-instatement. 

7. This is the award which I make and submit to the Central Government 
under Section 15 of the Act. 

Presiding Officer, 

[No. 2/3/64-LRII.] 
H. C. MANGHANI. Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour & Employment) 

New Delhi, the 23 rd May 1966 

S.O. 1648, — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer and 
the majority of the employees in relation to the establishments mentioned in the 
schedule annexed hereto, have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establish- 
ments; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of the 
said Act to the said establishments. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 
January, 1966. 


Schedule 

1. M/s. Kubera Mica Mining Company, Thippavarappadu Post, Gudur Taluk, 
Neliore District, Andhra Pradesh. 

2 M/s. Scales Adjusting Services, Begum Bazar, Hyderabad, Andhra 
Pradesh. 

[No. 8(3)00-PF.II.] 

New Delhi, the 25 th May 1966 

S.O. 1649.— -Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs S.D. Neroy and Co., 534, Sandhurst Bridge Bombay-7 have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 


This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 
November, 1965. 

[No. 8(2)/06-PF. II.] 

S.O, 1650. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees In relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Doctor and Company, Bombay Mutual Terrace, 534, Sardar V. P. Road 
(Near Sandhurst Bridge), Bombay-7 have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions, 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 

February, 1968. 

[No. 8/2/66 /PF. IKil .} 


S.O. 1651,— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the m n j o ity of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs M_ S, Talaulicar & Sons, Shn Ram Nath Sadan, Panjim, Goa have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 19521, 
should be made applicable to tne said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (41 of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby apples the provisions 
of the staid Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 
January, 1965. 

[No. 8/2/66/PF. II (ii).] 


S.O. 1652. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer' 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Pareen Engineering Company, 139G(B), Vivekanand Road, Jogeshwari, 
Bombay-60 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should he made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall he deemed to have come into force on the Is l day of 
January, 1966. 

[No. 8/2/66/PF. IT (hi).] 


New Delhi, the 26th May 1966 

S.O. 1653. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Shree Na ayan Printing Press, Raikhad Char Rasta, Near Prarthana Samaj, 
Ahmedabad have agreed that the provisions of the Emp’oyees’ Provident Funds 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 
January, 1966. 


[No. 8(8) /66-F'F. II.] 

S.O. 1654. — Whereas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Mess s India Textile Processing Co., Gita Mandir, Panchpir Kabratan, Ahmeda- 
bad have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Acl, 1952, 
(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 

January, 1966, 


[No. 8(8) /66-PF.II(l).J 
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S.O. 1655. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known us 
Messrs Newkam Insulations, 528/3, Panch Kuwa, Ahmedabad-2, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (T9 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) ot 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the p-ovisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the 1st day of 
January, 1966. 

[No. 8(8) /60-PF. II (ii) .] 


New Delhi, the 27th May I960 

8.0. 1656. — Whereas the Central Government was satisfied that M/s Karuna- 
cappally Tile Works was situated in Karunagappally area which was a sparse area 
(that is, an area whose insurable population was less than 600) in the district of 
Quilon in the State of Kerala; 

And, whereas by virtue of its location in a sparse area, the aforesaid factory 
Was granted exemption from the payment of the employers’ special con.rioutlon 
under section 73-F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until 
enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of the Act in that area by the Central 
Government in the notification of the Government of India in the iaic Ministry 
of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 870, dated the 27th February, 1962; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied that the insurance popula- 
tion of the Karunagappally area in the district of Quilon in the State of Kerala 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore in exercise of the powers conferred by section 73-F of the 
Employees' State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government here- 
by makes the following further amendment in the notification of the Government 
of India in the late Ministry of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 670, dated the 
27th February, 1962, namely: — 

In Schedule to the said notification, against serial No, 4, the entries "Karuna- 
gapaliy” and “Karunagapally Tile Works’ occurring in columns 3 and 4 respectively 
shall be omitted. 

[No. F. 6/16/66-HI.]' 

5.0. 1657. — Whereas the Central Government was satisfied that— 

1- Shri Man Singh Ka Oil Mills. 

2 Central Provinces Industries. 

3. M/s. Taparia Limited. 

4 Shri Durga Industries. 

5. Gulabchand Sua Lai Dal Mill. 

6. Sir Seth Swaroop Chand, Hukamchand Oil Mills 

were situated in Khandawa area which was a sparse area (that is, an area whose 
insurable population was less than 500) in the district of Nimar in the State of 
Madhya Pradesh; 

And whereas by virtue of their location in a sparse area, the aforesaid factories 
were granted exemption from the payment of the employers' special contribution 
under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until 
enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of the Act in that area by the Central 
Government in the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry 
of Labour and Employment No. S.O- 2665, dated the 2nd November, 1961; 

And whereas the Central Government is now satisfied that the insurable 
population ol the Khandawa area in the district of Nimar In the State of Madhya 
Pradesh has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 73F of the. 
Employees'State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the notification of the Government of 
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India in the late Ministry of Labour and Employment No, S.O. 2665, dated the 
2nd November, 1961, namely: — 

In Schedule V of the said notification, serial No. 17 and the entries relating 
thereto, occurring In columns 2, 3, 4 and 5 shall be omitted, 

[No. F. 6/56/65/HI,] 

S.O. 1658. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 73F of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 f 34 of 1948], the Central Government hereby exempts, 
having regard to the location of the factory in an implemented area, the Baran 
Coke and Bye Products Works, P O. Kusunda, District Dhanbad, Bihar, from the 
payment of the employees' special contribution leviable under chapter V-A of the 
said Act for a further period upto and inclusive of the 30th April, 1967. 

[No. F. 6(34]/65-HI.] 

S.O. 1659. — Whereas the Central Government was satisfied that M/s. P.M.E.H. 
Tile Works was situated in Karunagappally area which was a sparse area (that Is, 
an area whose insurable population was less than 500) in the district of Quilon In 
the State of Kerala; 

And, whereas by virtue of its location in a sparse area, the aforesaid factory 
was granted exemption from the payment of the employers’ special contribution 
■under section 73-F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until 
enforcement of the provisions of Chapter V of the Act in that area by the Central 
Government in the notification of the Government of India in the Late Ministry 
of Labour and Employment No. 6(7)/62-HI, dated the 1st November, 1962. 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied that the insurable popula- 
tion of the Karunagappally area in the district of Quilon in the State of Kerala 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 73-F of the 
Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the notification of the Government 
of India in the Late Ministry of Labour and Employment No, 6(7)/62-HI, dated the 
1st November, 1962, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, against serial No. 5, the entries 
’’Karunagappally” and ‘‘P.M.E.H. Tile Works” occurring in columns 3 and 4 
respectively shall be gmitted. 

[No. F. 6/15/65-HI.] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 2 6th May 1966 

S.O. 1660.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Industrial Tribunal, Kozhikode, in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Hindustan China Clay Works and their 
Workmen which was received by the Central Government on the 17th May, 1966. 

AWARD 

BEFORE THE COURT OF THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, KOZHIKODE. 

( Friday , the 13th. day of May, Nineteen hundred and sixty-six) 

Present; 

Shri V. V. Subramanla Tyer, B.A., B.L., Industrial Tribunal Calicut. 
Industrial Dispute No. 1 op 1966 (Central). 

Between 

The Manager, Hindustan China Clay Works, P.O. Pudukai, via Nileshwar, 
District Cannanore, Kerala State. 

AND 

The Secretary, Hindustan China Clay Works Labour Union, P.O. Pudukai, 
via Nileshwar, District Cannanore, Kerala State. 
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Representations: 

Shri C. Achulha Menon, Advocate, Caiicut — /or Management. 
Shri M, Narayanan Nair, Advocate, Calicut- -/or Union. 

AWARD 


The above dispute has been referred for adjudication to this Tribunal by the - 
Central Government as per Order F. No, 24/4/66-LRI of the Ministry of Labour 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment), dated 
23rd February, 19G6. The issues referred are:— 


L Whether the existing rates of wages 1 and dearness allowance of the work- 
men employed in Hindustan China Clay Works, P.O. Pudukal, Can-- 
nanorc District of Kerala State are adequate? 

2, If not, whether the dearness allowance shou’d be linked with the cost of 

living index and if so, in what manner? 

3, To what rates of wages and dearness allowance are the workmen entitled 

and from what date? 

2. Notice of the reference was issued to both parties and the case was posted 
to 11th April, 1966, for Union statement. On that day neither side appeared and 
consequently notice by registered post was ordered and the case was adjourned, 
to 30th April, 1966. On 3t)lh April, 1966, there was no sitting of the court. On 
10th May, 1966, a joint statement was filed by both the parties, shown hereunder 
as Annexure, stating that the management and the workmen have settled all their 
disputes and that there is no longer any dispute outstanding which requires ad- - 
judication. 

,3. In view of the above statement, I hold that there is no dispute for adjudica- 
tion. An award is passed accordingly. It shall come into force oh the expiry of- 
30 days after its publication in the Government Gazette. 

Calicut, 

13-5-1966. 

V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER, 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal. - 

Annexure 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

KOZHIKODE. 

I.D. No. 1 of 1966 (Central) 

In the matter of the Industrial Dispute between the Manager, Hindustan China- 
Clay Works, P.0,, Pudukai, (Via) Nileshwar, Cannanore District, Kerala State- 1 
and their lyorkmen. 


Joint Statement. 

filed by the Management and the Union in the above matter: 

1 After the Assistant Labour Commissioner, Ernakulam had reported failure 
of conciliation of the dispute, the Management and the workers settled all their 
disputes and there is no individual dispute now pending between the Management 
and the workers requiring adjudication, 

2. None of the issues now referred for adjudication from the subject matter of 
any subsisting dispute and it is, therefore, unnecessary for Hus Hon’bie Tribunal 
to go into those matters and adjudicate thereon. 


3, The Union herein has, through its Secretary, already informed the Manage- 
ment herein that there is no need for any adjudication of these issues. 
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In the above circumstances, it is just and necessary that this Hon'ble Tribunal 
may be pleased to receive this joint statement and hold that there are no pending 
disputes requiring adjudication as referred to this Hon’blo Tribunal and the' e may 
be an Award accordingly. 

Dated this 23 rd April, 1968. 


(Sd.) 

C. Achutha Menon, 

Advocate for the Management. 


(Sd.) 

Manager, 

Hindustan China Clay Works, 
Nileshwar. 


(Sd.) 

M. Narayanan Nair, 
-Advocate for the Union. 


(Sd.) 

Secretary, 

Hindustan China Clay Works, 
Labour Union. 


(Sd.) V, V. Subramania Iyer, 
'Central Government Industrial Tribunal ■ . 

[No. F. 24/4/60-L.R.I.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi , the 26 th May 1966 

S.O. 1661.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
-dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Selected Laikdih Colliery, 
Post Office Nirshachatti District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the 
matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
Trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the action of the management of the Selected Laikdih Colliery in 
refusing employment to Shri Ganesh Rabidas, Trammer with effect 
from the 7t.h February, 1966 was justified? If not, to what relief is 
the workman entitled? 


[No. 2/44/60-LRIL] 

S.O. 1662. — Whereas, the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
■dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Banki Colliery of Naiional 
Coal Development Corporation Limited, Post Office Bankimogra (District Bilaspur) 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
-annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) cf sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the 
Central Government hereby refeis the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Bombay, constituted under Section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

1. Whether the demand made by the Khadan Mazdoor Union in resoect of the 
workmen mentioned below for payment of wages including Dearness Allowance 
at the rate of Rs. 2.65 per day for the period from the date of their employment 
to 15th January 1963 In accordance with the Award of the All India industrial 
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Tribunal (Colliery Disputes) as modifier! by the decision of the Labour Appellate 
Tribunal of India dated the 29th January, 1957 was justified? 


Si. 

No. 

Name of the workmen 


Permanent 

address 

Date of 
Apptt. 

Rate 

paid 

Rate 

fixed 

Balance 

(1) 

(2) 



(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

I 

E. K. Balen, Miner Q. 

R, 


37/2 

4/62 

1-50 

2*8 

224*00 

2 

M. Taranath , 




6/62 


33 

168-00 

3 

B. C. Dass 



35 

4/62 


33 

224’ OO 

4 

K. Shivadasan 




4/62 


31 

224*00 

5 

Bhagwati Prasad 




5/62 

3J 

33 

140*00 

6 

Sudanm 




6/62 


13 

168-00 

7 

Ram Charan . 




6/62 


33 

i68-oo 

8 

Ram Dass 




5/62 


33 

196-00 

9 

Swan Das 




J/62 

3j 

33 

196-00 

10 

Jhethu . 




7/62 

>3 

33 

140*00 

II 

Nathu Ram . 



33 

6/62 

33 

33 

169-00 

12 

Bhagawat Prasad 




4/62 

>3 

33 

244*00 

13 

Asha Ram 



3) 

8/62 


33 

112-00 

14 

Murli 




8/62 

33 

33 

112*00 

15 

Sitaram 




6/62 

3 1 

33 

168-00 

16 

Mahatam Singh 



3) 

6/62 

33 

33 

168-00 

17 

Bisram Singh 



3) 

7/62 


33 

140*00 

18 

Jagan Nath . 



3> 

5/62 

33 

33 

196-00 

19 

Biham . 




4/62 

33 

33 

224*00 

20 

Rezzak . 




6/62 



168-00 

21 

Jagi Ram 




4/62 


33 

224*00 

22 

Yakyou Singh 




j/62 

33 


196-00 

23 

Vima Nayak . 



33 

5/62 

33 

33 

196-00 

24 

Vima Nalik 




5/62 



196-00 

25 

Purushwat 




6/62 



168-00 

26 

G. N. Pillai . 



33 

4/62 

33 

33 

224'00 

27 

Kasi Ram 




4/62 


33 

224*00 

28 

Chot Ram 




5/62 

33 


196-00 

29 

S. M. Ghasal . 



33 

4/62 

33 

33 

224*00 

30 

Ram Bilash . 




4/62 

33 

33 

224*00 

31 

Ram Naresh . 




4/62 

3J 

33 

224*00 

32 

Bisahu . 



33 

5/62 

33 

33 

196-00 

33 

Nande , 



>3 

4/62 

33 

33 

224*00 

34 

Rampyare 




6/62 


33 

168-00 

35 

Rajaio . 



13 

7/62 


33 

I40'OO 

36 

Nankidaio 




8/62 



112*00 

37 

Rajshwat 



3i 

4/62 

33 


224*00 

3B 

Laxman . 




12/62 


33 

36-00 

39 

Manoliarlal 




j/62 



196-00 

40 

Mono Jha 




7/62 



140*00 

41 

Sive Swihan Kha 




8/62 



112-00 

42 

B. K. Bhattacharjee . 



33 

5/62 


33 

196-00 

43 

Dahar Sai 



33 

4/62 

33 

31 

224*00 

44 

Khubhadr 




4/62 


33 

336-00 

45 

Anjad Hussain 



33 

4/63 

33 


196-00 

46 

Bhutt Ram 




7/63 


33 

74-00 

47 

Bhimio . 




7/63 


33 

74-00 

48 

Laxman . 




1/63 


Jl 

56-00 

49 

Karan Singh . 




7/62 

33 


207-00 

5° 

Gun Sai 



33 

2/63 

33 


207*00 

5i 

Kati Ram 



33 

2/63 

33 


207'00 

52 

Shyam Lai 




7/63 


33 

224 - 00 

53 

Bhaugi . 




4/62 


33 

22 4 * 00 

54 

Mahethou 



33 

5/62 

33 


196-00 

55 

Sobhram 



33 

4/62 

33 


224-00 

5t> 

Ghatoo , 



33 

4/62 


33 

224*00 

57 

Bhojaidas 



33 

4/6 2 

33 


224*00 

53 

Ganesh . 




4/62 



224 * OO 

59 

Gopal Singh . 



33 

5/6 2 


33 

196-00 

60 

Mahctar 



33 

4/62 

33 


224 ' 00 

6l 

Manshi . 



33 

4/62 



224 ■ 00 

62 

Manbhook 



33 

4/62 

33 

33 

224*00 
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(I) 

( 2 ) 



( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

( 5 ] 

(6) 

( 7 ) 

03 

Hiralal . 



37/2 

5/62 

1.50 

2.86 

196-00 

64 

Ramprasad 



13 

6/62 

33 

33 

168-00 

6s 

Manthihan 



» 

4/62 

33 

33 

224-00 

66 

Janakram 



,, Mines 

5/62 

33 

2-65 

196-00 

67 

Karan Singh . 



33 

4/62 

33 

31 

224-00 

68 

Dhani Ram . 



» 

4/62 

33 

33 

224-00 

69 

Atjun Miatrv . 



5 ' 

6- 62 

33 

33 

168-00 

70 

Y. N. Singh' , 



33 

7/62 

33 

S’ 1 

140-00 

71 

Jagtulal 



11 

6/62 

33 

31 

168-00 

72 

Sukrithdas 



,, 

4/62 

33 

»3 

224-00 

73 

Baba Singh 



33 

4/62 

33 

33 

224-00 

74 

Prabhu Singh 



13 

12/62 

13 

33 

140-00 

75 

Punnuram 



3i 

1/63 

33 

33 

112-00 

76 

Bhousai 



33 

5/62 

33 

33 

196 -O 0 - 

77 

Dhawcram 



33 

4/63 

33 

33 

168-00- 

78 

Hansaram 




4/63 

33 

33 

168 •go- 

79 

Shriram . 




3/63 

33 


448- 00 

80 

Mchtardas 



33 

7/62 

33 

33 

448-00 

81 

Ramprasad 



1? 

4/62 

?> 

3,1 

308-00* 

82 

Miss. Bithyavathi 



31 

3/63 

33 

31 

280-00- 

83 

Bidya Wathi Bui 



» i 

3/63 

33 

31 

360-00 

84 

Parmcswar 



11 

7/62 

,, 

33 

iSo-oo 

85 

Anijtam . 



'3 

11/62 

53 

33 

390-00- 

86 

Pirtoo Dass 



13 

11/62 

33 

33 

360-00- 

87 

Itwar Ram 



3-> 

1/63 

13 

33 

300-00 

88 

Nakseth. 



13 

7/62 

33 

33 

270-00 

89 

Tejram Fegu . 



33 

11-62 

31 

31 

180-00- 

90 

Mohedin 



3? 

4/62 

13 

33 

360-00 

91 

Jairam Das 



33 

T/62 

13 

33 

390-00- 

92 

Mukhram 



33 

6/62 

31 

31 

2 TO ' 00 - 

93 

Punow . 



3 > 

6/62 

33 

33 

210-00 

94 

Nankuial 



33 

6/62 

33 

33 

180-00 

9 S 

Mangal Das 



33 

5/6 2 

33 

13 

210-00- 

96 

Gouri Bai 



33 

12/62 

33 

33 

360-00- 

97 

Bihari Lai 



33 

4/62 

33 

33 

300-00- 

98 

Manmohan Sarma 



33 

1/62 

33 

33 

360-OO 

99 

Mahipal Singh 



33 

2/63 

33 

13 

6o-oo* 

100 

Dhumdas 



33 

4/62 

33 

33 

300-00 

IOI 

C. R. Day 



37/2Mines 

1/63 

150 

2-65 

120*00- 

102 

Bijhuram 



33 

3/62 

33 

33 

330- 00 

103 

Rathi 



33 

9/52 

33 

33 

270 • oo- 

104 

Karthik Ram . 



33 

1/63 

.11 

33 

360-00 

T05 

Bawa 



33 

7/63 

33 

33 

210-00 

10C 

Karan Singh . 



33 

7/62 

33 

33 

450 - 00 - 

107 

Ganeshram 



33 

6/62 

33 

33 

240-OO 


2. If so, to what relief are the workmen entitled? 

[No. 5/1/66-LRII.J 

S.O. 1663. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Selected Samla Colliery 
of Messrs Selected Dalurband Coal Company (Private) Limited, Pandaveshwar,. 
(Burwan) and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section ’(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dbanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether Shri Baleswar Singh was an employee of the Selected Samla 
Colliery? If so, was his removal from service justified? If not, to 
what relief is he entitled? 


[No. 0/35/06-LRII.] 
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New Delhi, the 27th May 1960 

S O. 1664, — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Selected Laikdih Colliery, 
Post Office. Nirsachattl, District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the stoppage of work of Sarvashri Lalgoblnd Muchi, Paltan Muchl 
and Adhar Muchi with effect from the 14th of February, 1966, and of 
Shri Gokul Muchi with effect from the 5th of March, I960,* by the 
management of Selected Laikdih Colliery was justified? If not, to 
what relief are the aforesaid workmen entitled? 

[No. 2/80/60-LRIL] 


S.O. 1695.— Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Washing Plant of Jama- 
doba Colliery of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Jamadoba, Post 
Office Jealgora, District Dhanbad, and their- workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the dismissal of Shri Sobran Singh, Heavy Tyndal Washing Plant 
Jamadoba Colliery with effect from the 5th March, 1960 by the 
management of Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited was justified? 

If not, to what relief is the workman entitled? 


[No. 2/88/60-LRII.J 


S.O. 1666.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the East Satgram Colliery, 
Post Office Jaykaynagar, District Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the dismissal of Shri Rai Kumar Harijan Ex-miner of East Sat- 
gram Colliery, Post Office Jaykaynagar. Asansol was an act of victi- 
misation for his trade union activities? If so, to what relief is the 
workman entitled? 


178 G of I. — 4 


[No. 0/17/66-LRII.J 
HANS RAJ CHHABRA. Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi the 25 th May I960 

S.O. 1667 — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 
26 of the Minimum Wages Act, 1948 (11 of 1948), and in continuation of the 
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and Employ- 
ment No. S.O, 72, dated the 24th December, 1964, the Central Government 
hereby directs that for a further period of two years with effect from the 
27th April, 1966, the provisions of sub-section ( 1 ) of section 13 and section 14 of 
the said Act, in so far as they relate to the regulation of daily hours of work and 
payment of overtime wages respectively, shall not apply to the pound keepers 
employed bv Cantonment Boards, subject to the condition that the working day 
of a pound keeper shall be so arranged that, inclusive of intervals of rest, it shall 
not spread over more than twelve hours on any day. 

[No. LWI(I)8(3)/84.] 
O. P. TALWAR, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 26 th May 1966 

S.O. 1668. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947) the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta In the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the Licensed Measurers, Calcutta and the Calcutta Licensed 
Measurers Local Assistants Association, Calcutta which was received by the 
Central Government on 18 th May, 1966. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 

CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 20 of 1965 


Parties 

Employers In relation to the Calcutta Licensed Measurers, Calcuttu, 

And 

The Calcutta Licensed Measurers Local Assistants Association, Calcutta. 

Present 

Shri L. P. Dave — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances 

On behalf of Employers — Shri D. Basu Thakur. 

On behalf of Workmen — Shri P, R. Sanyal, Advocate, 

State: West Bengal Industry; Port & Dock. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour and Employment, being of the 
opinion that a dispute had arisen as to the Interpretation of the provisions of a 
Settlement dated 31st July 1963 arrived at between the Calcutta Licensed 
Measurers, whom I shall hereafter refer to as employers, and the Calcutta Tdncens- 
ed Measurers Local Assistant Association. Calcutta, whom I shall hereafter refer 
to as the Association, regarding certain questions, referred the said questions for 
decision to this Tribunal under Section 36 A of the Industrial Disputes Act by 
their Order No. 28/97/64-LRIV dated 26th December 1964. The questions referred 
for decision are as under: 

(it Where maximum of the basic salary is not reached in 24 years after 
annual increments, whether any ad hoc payment will have to be 
made so that maximum is reached In 24 years as agreed to? 

(il) What was the purpose for grant of early and late fees and if so, cases 
of what duration will be covered by such fees?, 

(ill) What allowance and amount shall be payable to an officer who is re- 
quired to work without a break for lunch or dinner due to the 
steamer working on? 
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2. In response to notices Issued by the Tribunal, both parties filed their written 
statements. The matter was then fixed for hearing. Neither party wanted to 
lead oral evidence. Arguments were thereupon heard. I now proceed to decide 
the question referred to me. 

3. A settlement was arrived at between the parties on 31st July 1963 at the 
instance of the Conciliation Officer (C), Verification, Calcutta. A copy of this 
settlement has been produced before me. The settlement related to several 
matters but the present reference is in respect of only three of them, I shall deal 
with them one by one. 

Question (i ) ; 

4. This question ig regarding granting of ad hoc payment to certain officers 
to enable them to reach the maximum of their grade in 24 years. To understand 
this dispute a few facts may be mentioned here. It Is an admitted fact that 
originally the pay scale of the measuring officers was 120 — 12 — 300 — 25 — 375 to 
630 and that an officer could reach his maximum in the above scale after 29 
annual increments. This pay scale was revised by the above settlement, under 
which It was agreed that the measuring officers’ maximum basic salary scale was 
to be reached m 24 yearly increments instead of 29 yearly increments and fur- 
ther that the measuring officers were to be given an ad hoc payment of Rs, 3 
for each completed year’s of service as on 1st April 1963 and fitted into the next 
salary grade In the new scale. 

5. The association’s contention is that when the pay of the measuring officers 
who were then in service were revised, it was found that some of them would 
not be able to reach their maximum in 24 years as was agreed to under the 
above settlement. They therefore urge that some ad hoc amount should be paid 
to those officers to enable them to reach their maximum in 24 years. On the 
other hand, the employer’s contention is that for the officers who were then in 
service, a specific provision was made In the Settlement for grant of ad hoc pay- 
ment of Rs. 3 for each completed year of service as on 1st April 1903 and they 
could not claim any further ad hoc amount. Secondly, they urge that this matter 
cannot be considered in this reference which is under Section 36A and not under 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. In my opinion, both the contentions ol the 
employers must be accepted. 

6. Section 36A of the Industrial Disputes Act lays down inter alia that if, in 
the opinion of the appropriate Government, any difficulty or doubt arises as to 
the interpretation of any provision of an award or settlement, it may refer the 
question to a Tribunal. In other words, a reference under Section 36A would be 
only for interpretation of any provision of an award or settlement. In a refer- 
ence under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, the matter would be decided 
on merits. A tribunal to which a reference is made under Sec. 36A has no 
jurisdiction to exercise its independent judgment and consider the matter on 
merits but is only to interpret the award or settlement as it stands. 

7. In the present case, the setlement mentions that the officers were to 
reach their maximum salary in 24 (instead of 29) annual increments. Further 
it also gave an ad hoc payment to the officers who were then in service, of Rs. 3 
for each completed year of service. The question of granting of further ad hoc 
payment would be one which cannot be said to be a question of interpretation 
of the settlement; but it would be one which would be deciding the question on 
merits. It would thus be outside the scope of a reference under Section 3GA. 

8. On merits also, I think that the association’s contention Is not correct. The 
settlement mentions that officers were to reach their maximum pay in 24 instead 
of 29 annual increments. This clause, in my opinion, applied to new entrants, in 
the sense that they would reach their maximum in 24 years time. For the rffleers 
who were already in service, a fitment clause was added. They were to be given 
a payment of Rs. 3 for each completed years of service and then fitted into the 
next salary grade in the new scale. It may be that some old officers may not 
reach their maximum in 24 years; but such cases are bound to be there when 
pay scales are revised. The fitment clause may result In an officer then in 
service not reaching his maximum in 24 years time; but that cannot be helped, 
If the intention of the settlement was that even the existing officers were to reach 
the maximum in 24 years time, the settlement would have provided for point to 
point adjustment and would have mentioned that officers in service would get a 
pay in the new scale corresponding "to the service then put In by them. That has 
not been done; but ad hoc payment of Rs. 3 for each year’s service was provided 
and the officer was then to be put in the next higher grade in the scale, The 
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fitment clause in the Settlement clearly .showed that there was no Intention that 
all officers then In service would necessarily reach the maximum in 24 year’s 
time. I therefore hold that the officers are not entitled to any further ad hoc 
payment. 


Question (ii) : 


9. This question is regarding the grant of early and late fee. In respect of 

early and late fee, the above settlement lays down that the officers were to be 

paid an allowance of Rs 2 per hour If they were In the grade of Rs. 120—300 
and Rs. 3 if they were in the grade of Rs. 330 — 830. The question referred to 
the Tribunal is as to what was the purpose of grant of early and late fees and 
cases of what duration would be covered by such fees. Obviously, there was 

no intention to change the existing practice as to when or for what duration 

early and late fees were to be granted. 


10. The question as to for what purpose and for what duration such fees are 
to be granted cannot be said to be an interpretation of the above settlement. In 
a reference under Section 36A, the tribunal would have no power to make any 
change in the existing practice even if the earlier practice was not proper. In 
auch a case, it could be? changed only by a regular reference under Section 10 
and not by a Reference under Section 38A of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

11. In the course of arguments, before me, It was admitted that the employers 
had not changed the old practice but what I was told was that the old practice 
was not correct In particular, I was told that some officers were required to 
report 15 minutes before their joining time for ascertaining their posting and 
some of them had to report to the head office after completing their normal work 
for ascertaining their next days posting and that they were not given any early 
or late fees. It was contended that they should be paid these fees in such 
cases. This would, as I said above, be a question that can be decided, II a refer- 
ence Is made under Sec. 10. It cannot be decided in a reference under Sec, 30A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

Question (iii): 

12. This question is regarding allowance payable to officers who are required 
to work without a break for lunch or dinner due to steamer working on. The 
settlement In this connection provides that when an officer is required to work 
throughout a shift without a break for lunch or dinner due to the steamer work- 
ing on, he will be compensated with the same allowance as paid to officers on non 
feeding shifts who work two consecutive shifts. It appears that there Is a dis- 
pute between the parties as to the amount of allowance payable to an officer In 
such cases 


13. It Is an admitted fact that an officer who works for two consecutive shifts 
on a non feeding shift without a break In any of the shifts gets Rs. 3 for each 
shift as overtime allowance and Rs. 3 as dinner allowance; that is, he gets Rs. II 
in all. If he works for two consecutive shifts on such a ship (non-feeding ship), 
with meal break in one shift but without such break in the second shift he would 
get Rs. 3 as overtime allowance and Rs. 3 as meal allowance, i.e., Rs. 6 in all. 
If he Is posted In one shift on a non-feeding vessel and if he works during lunch 
or dinner break In that shift., he would he paid an overtime allowance of Rs. 3 
and no food would be supplied to him. The association’s contention is that the 
above settlement means that if an officer is required to work throughout a shift 
without a break for lunch or dinner due to steamer working on, he should get 
an allowance of Rs, 6 while the employers Interpret this to mean that he should 
get allowance of Rs. 3, 

14, The employers’ contention is that an officer who Is required to work 
throughout a shift without a meal break, he sould be compensated by an allow- 
ance of Rs. 3 as meal allowance. In this connection, a reference was made to a 
circular Issued by the employers on 7th May 1982 which mentioned that as a 
result of conciliation proceedings certain points had been agreed to between the 
parties and were to be implemented from 1st May 1982 and necessary amend- 
ments were to be carried- out in the rule book. One of the amendments was 
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that a separate paragraph was to be added to Part II, Paragraph 15 of the rule 
book and It was to read as under: — 

"Whenever 1 an officer is required to work two consecutive shifts, and, he 
continues working beyond 7-30 p.m. and 12-30 a.m. in the 2nd and 
3rd shifts respectively, he will be entitled to claim a dinner allow- 
ance of Rs. 3 provided the steamer, to which he is posted during 
his second tenure, does not feed”. 

This was the practice at the time of the settlement dated 31st July 1963. This 
settlement must have been made to supersede the earlier circular; otherwise 
it would have been mentioned that the prevailing practice was to continue or 
that tho officer would get a dinner allowance only as mentioned in the earlier 
circular. On the other hand, the settlement mentioned that when an officer was 
required to work throughout a shift without a break for lunch or dinner due to 
steamer working on, he would be compensated with the same allowance as paid 
to officers on non feeding shift who work two consecutive shifts. Admittedly 
such officer get a total allowance of Rs. 6 and I think that should be the allow- 
ance which should be payable to ap officer in the circumstances mentioned in 
question (iii) referred to me. 

I pass my award accordingly. 

Dated the 30th April, 1966. (Sd.) L. P. Dave, Presiding Officer: 

[No. 28(97) /G4-LRIV.] 

8.0- 1669. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the. 
Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad, jn respect of an industrial dispute between the 
management of the Punjab National Bank Limited and their workmen which was 
received by the Central Government on the 17th May, 1966. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. ANDHRA PRADESH, HYDERABAD. 
Present: 

Sri Mohammad Najmuddin, M.A., B.L., Chairman, Industrial Tribunal, 
Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 

Industrial Dispute No. 45/1965 
Between 

Workmen of the Punjab National Bank, Visakhapatnarn and Vizianagaram 
branches. 


AND 

The Management of the Punjab National Bank Ltd, 

Appearances: 

Shri P. T, Venkataraman, General Secretary, Punjab National Bank Em- 
polyees’ Union, A.P. Hyderabad for the workmen. 

None for the management. 

AWARD 

Hie Government of India in its Ministry of Labour and Employment have, by 
order No. 51(17)/65-LRIV dated 8t.h June, 1965, referred this case for adjudica- 
tion by this Tribunal. The issues settled as per Schedule annexed to the said 
order are these: 

1. Whether the demand of the Union for payment of compensation in lieu 
of overtime or weekly off to Sarvashri Jeru Thapa and V. Krishna- 
murthy (Chowkidar Staff) for the period from 2nd August 1960 to 
1st January, 1962, is justified? 

2. If not, what relief are they, or either of them, entitled to? 

2, On receipt of the above reference my learned predecessor had registered 
the case as I. D. No. 45/65. After I succeeded him on 19th November, 1965 the 
Government of India in its Ministry of Labour and Employment had, by its 
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order dated 31st January, 1966, designated me as the Industrial Tribunal for adju- 
dicating upon this case. 

3, The parties to the reference are the Punjab National Bank Ltd. and their 
employees. On notice being given, the two claimant-employees filed statement 
of claims through the General Secretary, Punjab National Bank Employees’ Union, 
Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. Claimant Jeru Thapa is a chowkidar at the Bank’s 
branch at Visakhaptnam and the other claimant, V. Krishnamurthy, is similar 
chowkidar at Vizianagaram. It is stated in the statement of claims that the 
chowkidars at the branches of the bank at Eluru and Vijayawada were allowed 
pay for work on the weekly off days treating the same as over time. It is com- 
plained that similar benefit was not shown to the claiments. The management 
filed counter to say that the claim of the two claiments is not tenable. 

4, The dispute came up for enquiry today. Mr. P, T. Venkataraman, General 
Secretary, Punjab National Bank Employees’ Union, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad, 
(appeared before the Tribunal on 7th May, 1966 and filed a memo on behalf of 
the claimant-petitioners. It is as below: 

Petitioners humbly submit that they are not pressing their claims in the 
above dispute and therefore pray for disposal of the same without 
costs. 


Mr. Venkataraman has appeared before the Tribunal today also and said that 
in view of the above memo the claimants would not let in any evidence. Any- 
body on behalf of the management is not present, presumably for the reason that 
even on the 7th Mr. Venkataraman had filed the above mentioned memo. 


5, It is for the claimant-petioners to let in evidence and prove their case on 
the issues settled as per Schedule appended to the Notification of the Central 
Government, It is only after that is done that the stage could be reached for 
the management to let in its evidence. Whatever may be the reason in this be- 
half, the clamants have not let in evidence on the issues in the case, the onus 
In respect thereof being upon them. As any evidence has not been let in in res- 
pect of the two issues, my findings under them is against the two claimant-workers, 
viz., that the demand of the union for payment of compensation in lieu of over- 
time or weekly off to Sarvashri Jeru Thapa and V. Krishnamurthy (Chowkidar 
Staff) for the period from 2nd August, 1960 to 1st January, 1962 is not justified. 
That being so, my finding under the second issue is that neither of them is entit- 
led to any relief in that respect. No order as to costs. 


Award passed accordingly. 


Given under my hand and the seal of the Tribunal, this the 10th day of Mav, 

196«. 


(Sd.) Najmuddin, 


Industrial Tribunal. 
[No. F. 51(17)/65-LRIV.J 


B. K. SAKSENA, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 28 th May, 1966 

S.O. 1670. — In .pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the In- 
dustrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the employers in re- 
lation to the Jamadoba Colliery of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited 
Jamadoba, Post Office Jealgora (District Dhanbad) and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 21st May, 1966. 


AWARD 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 

DHANBAD. 

In the matter of a Reference under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 19 of 1964 


Present: 

Employers In relation to the Jamadoba Colliery of M/s, Tata Iron and Steel Co. 
Ltd., Jamadoba, P.O, Jealgora, District, Dhanbad, 


AND 


Their Workmen. 
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Present : 

Shri Raj Kishore Prasad, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the Management — Shrl N. K. Prasad, Senior Welfare Officer, 

For the Workmen — Shrl B, N. Sharma, President, Congress Mazdoor Sangh, 
Bihar 

State: Bihar. Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated the 30th April, 1966. 

AWARD 

By its Order No. 2/74/83-LR.II, dated 3rd February, 1964, the Government of 
India, Ministry of Labour and Employment, referred under section 10(l)(d) of The 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (hereinafter referred to as the Act) to this Tribunal 
for adjudication, an industrial dispute existing between the employers in relation 
to the Jamadoba Colliery of M/s. Tata Iron and Steel Co. Ltd., Jamadoba and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the schedule annexed to the 
order of reference which is reproduced below: 

Schedule 

"Whether the dismissal of Shri Bhika Mahato, H. E. Khalasi, T. No. 26323. 
with effect from the 20th July, 1962, was justified? If not, to what 
relief is he entitled?” 

2. The management filed its written statement on 26th March, 1966 in which 
a preliminary objection was taken against the maintainability of the reference on 
the ground that the present dispute was neither supported by any substantial 
number of workmen of Jamadoba Colliery nor by their union and as such it was 
an individual dispute and outside the purview of the Act. It is not necessary 
to state the case of the management on merits because that would be necessary 
if I overrule the above preliminary objection which was streneously urged at the 
time of the hearing. 

3. On behalf of the workmen, Shri B. N. Shapma, President, Congress Mazdoor 
Sangh, Bihar, filed a written statement in which In reply to the preliminary 
objection raised by the management in para 1 of its written statement, it was 
said that the present dispute is an industrial dispute sponsored by a competent 
trade union, namely, the Congress Mazdoor Sangn. Bihar, and the said dispute 
had been referred to the Tribunal for adjudication on failure of conciliation pro- 
ceedings at the instance of the union. It is not necessary to mention the case of 
the workmen also on the merits unless I overrule the preliminary objection of the 
management referred to before. 

4. On 28th April, 1966, when the case was taken up for hearing, Shri N. K. 
Prasad, Senior Welfare Officer, represented the management and Shrl B. N. 
Sharma. President of the union, represented the workman concerned. 

Both parties filed documents which, with mutual consent, were taken in evi- 
dence and marked exhibits. Documents filed by the management were marked 
Exts. M to M 16 and those filed by the union were marked Exts. W to W 2. 

5. The sole question for determination is whether the present dispute is an 
individual dispute as contended by the management or an Industrial dispute aa 
urged by the union. 

6. In support of the contention by the management that the present dispute 
wag an individual dispute reliance was placed on Ext, M. 17, which is a letter sent 
on 28th May, 1963, by Shri B. N. Sharma, President, Congress Mazdoor Sangh, 
Bihar, to the Manager of the colliery informing him that the members of the 
Congress Mazdoor Sangh, Bihar, Branch Jamadoba Colliery, have unanimously 
elected the office bearers mentioned therein on 19th May, 1903. It may be men- 
tioned that previously in this letter Ext. M. 17 it was mentioned 19th June, 1963,, 
but, at the request of the parties, as it was a typographical mistake it was cor- 
rected on 24th August, 1963 as 19th May, 1903. Relying on this E.rt. M. 1/ it was 
eon tended on behalf of the management that the workman was dismissed on 20th 
July, 1962, ie., before the union was born and, therefore, obviously the workman 
became a member of this union after his dismissal sometimes in 1903, and, there- 
fore, this union had no jurisdiction to sponsor the individual dispute of the work- 
man and by sponsoring it to convert it into an industrial dispute. 

7. In reply, it was contended bv Shri Sharma that this union, as will 

from Ext, W. 2 was registered on 31st August, I9fv8, and this workman Shri 
Bhika Mahato, became a member of this union, as will appear from Ext. W, which 
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ls a membership register for 1962-63, on 10th June, 1962, and, therefore, the 
workmen having become a member of this union before his dismissal, the union 
had jurisdiction to sponsor the dispute of the workman and by sponsoring It to 
clothe it with the characteristic of an industrial dispute. 

8. It was pointed out on behalf of the management that this membership re- 
gister, which has been marked Ext. W in the present reference, was also filed In 
Reference No. 6 of 1964 where also it was marked Ext, W and also in 
Reference 197 of 1964 in which it was marked Ext. W 2 and in both the above re- 
ferences this Register Ext, W was disbelieved and held to be not genuine because 
SI. Nos. 1 to 50 are dated 10th June, 1962, and thereafter SI. Nos 51 to 69 are 
dated 10th April, 1962 and then start SI. No. 70 to 87 which are dated 10th June 
1962, and thereafter SI, Nos. 88 to 137 which are dated 10th September 1963 
and then again SI. Nos. 138 to 185 till the end which are dated 10th June, 1963 
and this shows that if the register would have been kept and written in the or- 
dinary course of business 10th April, 1962, could not have come after 10th June, 
1962, and likewise 10th June, 1963 could not come after 10th September 1963. I 
have re-examined the membership register Ext. W and I find that these facts are 
there, because in the ordinary course it was expected that SI. Nos, dated 10th April, 
1962 would be written first and thereafter SI. Nos. dated 10th June, 1962 would 
be written. If the membership register was written in the ordinary course of 
business the date 10th April, 1962, could not have appeared after 10th June, 1962. 
These circumstances make the register very suspicious. Then again, it does not 
bear the Initial of any officer of the Government showing that if it was ever filed 
either before the Conciliation Officer or before any person. It was only signed 
by Shrl B, N. Sharma from page 4 to page 7 and thereafter the entire book is 
blank. For these reasons, I am not prepared to hold that this Membership 
Register Ext. W. is a reliable document. Moreover, if the union was borne in this 
colliery in May 1963, how could the workman become a member of this union be- 
fore his dismissal in June 1962. There is no evidence on behalf of the union that 
this union was organised in the Jamadoba Colliery not in May 1963, as shown by 
Ext. M. 17, the letter of the union itself, but much earlier since 1962. Shrl Sharma 
was present before the Tribunal but did not pledge his oath in support of the 
above fact. For these reasons, I am constrained to hold that the Congress Mazdoor 
Sangh, Bihar, was organised in Jamadoba Colliery in May, 1963, as shown in 
Ext M. 17, and, therefore, the workman became a member in May, 1963, long 
after his dismissal on 20th July, 1963 and not on 10th June, 1962, as shown in the 
Membership Register Ext. W. It may also be mentioned that the fact that this 
union was registered under the Trade Union’s Act, 1920, on 31st August, 1958, 
is not sufficient to show that a Branch of this union was organised in Jamadoba 
Colliery in 1958 or before 1963, when clearly Ext. M. 17 mentions that the election 
of the office bearers took place on 19th May, 1963 and there is no evidence to show 
the contrary. For the reasons given above, therefore, I hold that the workman 
concerned, who was dismissed on 20th July, 1962, became a member of the Con- 
gress Mazdoor Sangh, Bihar, in May, 1963, after the union was bom in May, 1963 
long after the dismissal of the concerned workman and, therefore, this union had 
no jurisdiction by sponsoring the individual dispute of the concerned workman to 
convert it into an industrial dispute or by getting it referred to the Tribunal to 
make it an Industrial dispute. 

9. Shri Sharma contended that he had read my previous decisions against him 
and taken the matter to the Hon’ble High Court at Patna where his writ appli- 
cations have been admitted, but he said that, till the decision of the writ appli- 
cations, he is re-enforced by certain other considerations to urge that my decision 
is wrong. I may mention that I am indeed very happy to know that the Hon’ble 
High Court, Patna, has been moved against my several decisions holding In cir- 
cumstances like the present that the union has no jurisdiction to convert an in- 
dividual dispute Into an industrial dispute; but so long as my decision is not re- 
versed, I don’t feel inclined to depart from the decisions given in those eases. 
However, as asked by Shri Sharma, I will reconsider my decision in the light of 
the submissions made by him now. 

10, Shrl Sharma placed reliance on Sec, 36(l)(c) of the Act and on a Bench 
decision of the Patna High Court in Dr. Chandra Kala Jha Vs. Sone Valiev Port- 
land Cement Company Ltd., Japla and another 1962 (II) LLJ. 395. In Dr. Chandra 
Kala Jha's case, just' mentioned, an individual dispute was espoused by the union 
of which the individual worker was not the member and the same was referred 
for adjudication to the Labour Court. In the proceedings before the Labour Court 
and at the time when the dispute arose the union was represented by its then 
Secretary in office. Pending the adjudication proceedings a new Secretary assumed 
the office and the dispute was settled between the union represented by its secre- 
tary and the management and the award was passed in terms of such settlement. 
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The individual workman concerned in the dispute challenged the validity of the 
resulting award on a writ petition before the Hon’ble High Court on the ground 
that the compromise was not binding on her, and, it was further contended that 
.as she was not a member of any union, she had the right to be represented by any 
worker of her choice. This contention was negatived by their Lordships V. 
R.'imaswami C.J. and R. K. Choudhury, J. in a joint judgment by holding that it 
is manifest from the records that the dispute was taken up by the union in its 
representative capacity and not by the then Secretary in his personal capacity 
and hence it assumed the character of industrial dispute. It was further held that 
in such situation It was manifest that the concerned individual workman cannot 
in her own right be a party to the Individual dispute which has been referred 
to the Labour Court, and that the legal position is that, when an individual work- 
man is a party to an industrial dispute he is a party not independently of the 
union which has espoused his cause, and the main parties to the industrial dispute 
before the Labour Court are, therefore, the employer and the union which has 
taken up the cause of the individual workman. In these circumstances, it was 
held the ordinary rule is that the individual workman should be represented be- 
fore the Labour Court through the officer of the trade union which has taken up 
his cause and, therefore, in such a ease the concerned individual workman is at 
no stage a party to the industrial dispute independently of the union and the 
union which has by its action converted the individual dispute into an industrial 
dispute could therefore, claim to have a say in the conduct of the proceedings 
before the tribunal. Relying on the above, it was contended by Shri Sharma that 
in the above case also the individual workman was not a member of the union 
which sponsored his case and still it was held that the dispute was an industrial 
dispute and, therefore, in the instant case also, it should be held, assuming that 
the workman was not a member of the union on the date or before the date of 
his dismissal, that the dispute sponsored by the present union was an industrial 
dispute, In my opinion, the above case la no authority for the point, at issue. 
In the above case, the question was the right of representation of a workman, as 
envisaged by Sec. 30(1) (c) of the Act: 

11. "Sec. 36(l)(c) reads as follows: — 

“36. Representation of parties.— (1) A workman who is a party to a dispute 
snail be entitled to be represented in any proceeding under this Act 
by— 


(c) where the worker is not a member of any trade union, by an officer 
of any trade union connected with, or by any other workman em- 
ployed in, the industry in which the worker is employed and au- 
thorised in such manner as may be prescribed”. 

Here there is no question of representation under Sec. 36(1) (c) of the Act and, 
therefore, it cannot govern the present case. 

As rightly contended, on behalf of the management, the representation under 
Section 30 of the Act does not mean raising or sponsoring a dispute by a union of 
which the workman is not a member and, therefore, neither Sec. 36(l)(c) nor the 
decision in Dr. Chandra Kala Jha's case above mentioned, can be said to be of 
any assistance in the present case. I am, therefore, unable to hold with Shri 
flharma that his above arguments require reconsideration of my decisions and in 
Ihe light of his submissions I should hold with him that his union had jurisdic- 
tion to sponsor the dispute of the workman, even though, he became a member- 
tif this union after his dismissal, because this union was organised in this colliery 

lifter his dismissal. , , . 

12 For the reasons given above, I, therefore, hold that the present dispute Is 
nn individual dispute, and it was not converted into an industrial dispute within 
the meaning of Sec. 2(k) of the Act, because the union came mto existence in this 
Colliery and the workman consequently became a member of this union, after his 
dismissal on 20t.h July, 1962. 

13 1 therefore uphold the objection of the management that the present dis- 
pute' was an individual dispute and, therefore, the reference in respect of an in- 
dividual dispute was not competent. 

14 In view of my above decision upholding the preliminary objection, there is 
no question of deciding the reference on the merits. The reference is accordingly 
l'icompetent and rejected, 

15. This is the award which I make and submit to the Central Government. 

(Sd.) Raj Kishore Prasad. 

Presiding officer. 

TNo, 2/74/63-LRII.l 
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ORDERS 


New Delhi, the 26 th May 1966 

S.O. 1671- — -Whereas an industrial dispute exists between the management of 
Messrs. Bikaner Gypsums Limited, Bikaner, (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Company) and their workmen represented by the Rashtriya Gypsum Karamcharl 
Sangh, Jamsar (hereinafter referred as the Union); 

And whereas the said Company and the Union have by a written agreement, 
in pursuance of the provisions of sub-section (1) of section 10A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), referred the said dispute to arbitration of the 
person mentioned therein, and a copy of the said arbitration agreement has been 
forwarded to the Central Government; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of sub-section (3) of section 
10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1047 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the said arbitration agreement, which was received by it on the 
21st May, 1966. 

(AGREEMENT) 

Form C 


(See Rule 0) 

(Agreement under Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947). 

Between 

Name of Parties: Representing Bikaner Gypsums Ltd., Bkn, 

1. Shri B. C. Mukherjee, Resident 

Manager and Agent, Bikaner. 

2. Shri H. Chaudhury, Administra- 

tive Officer, Bikaner. 
Representing Rashtriya Gypsum 
Karamcharl Sangh, Jamsar, 


1, Shri Jamal Shah, President. 

2. Shri Raman Lai, Treasurer, 

It is hereby agreed between the parties named above to refer the industrial 
di smites raised by the Rashtriya Gypsum Karamchari Sangh Jamsar, vide their 
demands charters dated 14th April, 1906, 21st April, 1966 and 9th May, 1966 res- 
nectivelv which form annexure to this agreement marked 'A , to the arbitration 
of Shri Har Dev Joshi, Minister for Mines, Government of Rajasthan, Jaipur, 
existina between M/s. Bikaner Gypsum Limited, Bikaner and their workmen re- 
nresented by the Rashtriya Gypsum Karamchari Sangh, Jamsar, involving nearly 
?450 workmen (including the labour employed through the Contractors) of which 
majority workers are the members of the aforesaid union which are directly 
affected by the dispute. 

We further agree that the Award of the Arbitrator shall be binding on us, 

The Arbitrator shall make his award within a period of 15 days or within such 
further time as is extended mutually between us in writing'. 

Signatures of the parties. 

1. Sd./- B. C. Mukherjee. 

2. Sd./- H. Choudhury. 

(Representing Bikaner Gypsums 
Ltd., Bikaner). 


Witness: 

1. Sd./- 

2. Sd./- 


1. Sd,/- Jamal Siiah. 
2. Sd./- Raman Lal, 

Signed at Jaipur this dap the 15th May, 1966. 
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I agree to act as an Arbitrator on the industrial disputes between M/s. Bika- 
ner Gypsums Limited, Bikaner, and their workmen represented by the hashtriya 
Gypsum Karamchari Sangh, Jamsar, intended to be referred to me "X, P arlies 
to the dispute, in accordance with their agreement dated 15th May, 19oo, (Gamp 

Jaipur) . 

Sd./- Hardeo Joshi, 
Minister for Mines, 

Government of Rajasthan,, 
JAIPUR. 


Dated, Jaipur , the 15 th May , I960. 
Antjexure 


Lfao do 7/64 

TP^td femd dtfdTTt Hd, RUm, 

( TPffi T dttd % mdfed) 

do wrr afto jjo ( 70 )— 3 — 66 smm i 4 - 4 -ee 

■dferd Mddr 4^ ip® 
dfefer femur f^fOj 
offerer 

fiPTtr : — dtd T5T % t dd^t daw dfef 


?rarr if, 

LP^tr fe«mr dtfdrft m ^ drfter 4 - 4 - 66 dt R fdldfo mu r Edtya 
fm5r trap srund spjdn: fed rut w unfe un $tdT ^ £ i feur Jr 

dTd Ft fd^dd ^ fd fTO% ^jT5 ddd % dTTdT dd dldf dt dSTdT dT T^T ft %fed Tid 
RTddt % dfd dt dk rntfiTT dfd $ %dddd dk dd^C dd if dT*t WTPdtd 

3dT dfet | I fefe d> Rdf ^ ?dkt ijfddd ^ RTTf^T^T dffet Tt dt 

mm in did ddt rut fedr t udj %d t f% if sukt dTfe^f dtfevft Rft 

dTdlddTd =R% S5t dUdd dtfdTd dt & dk Sd RTdf dT did dd dt^ SdTd d$T fed 
ddT ^ I fddTdT dd dt dfdPtftJ ddT dt dd dTdd dtdt dt dddht dt <4 ifp ■(. 4)1 < dk 
dlTT d efedd d? 'ftddT dt dddd fed ddT fd RT dt R did did dd d STTdT 
(ltd ^ 1 5 fed df *PdT dm RTdtft did Wfihfll ‘sftdfed dTTid dt T[d f '{** <J*T° IJo 
dTiUd 1 0- 5- 6 6 d dlddt felRd Vdlt d RRdT d dS d dTdd >^R ^IdNNJd dT $d \ 
RdT dfe ddTT dt RddT dft dt Bddt dfe f^b-il gi O ?WV I 

drqdf d dlddlfr dT dttd Td 

1. mud dt d^dd ti i gd i P^ *rmw tw rtr ^ffr fR^dd t%r 

^ fddTd dft RHUdf IT dTd ^TT I dd% dd Rd % dTdTTf^d RddTWT % fddf dT RdTdT 
i?3d fen did i 

2. dd, 64-65 % dfdd Rd dddTd dd gRT | fdfMT dfdd ^ % d$d fd 

dTddTT dff dd% RTfdd R“dd dT 2 0 dfddd dtdd % dd t fed dTd ddT dlfed 
ddd dT 20 nfeicf ?mmfr d«f % suddr-r % w Jf wr dTd i 65-66 ddrrdd 
d fe^t dt |tT ^T TTTd iff dtdd dtdT dTd I 
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3 . TOroft Jf totht tottot? % fro; tot fwr tot i 

4. *3Tfc3T ?TTOT Sf TUT TO *TTO^ft Jpt STO^TOT jfrrtf TOTT feTO TOTO *fcjTT 
<1 3TT fit RPTT : 5TRE I 

5. <rfarfT % tot to vt twmfi tm ^pt? ^TOft faro ?nfc ^fr stroft to 

^rtf tffc tojto *nff fit *rm i 

6. tost tot % faro? Jr jftsjro ^t ^cr gr* ^tot ^ ®rcr srfrorT 
*tft jjra 1 1 

7 . to?* tot tot *t ?tot *t 10 jrlroror trri tttojto (Desert 

Allowance ) forr tot i 

8. TOPjftS JTTOTOT % TO9TT TO 3? TOT TOT tft^TT fTOPTf if ^TOT TOltSR far? 

toto tfttft tRff ?r # w 1 

9. iifcfrr towut^ srrfTOTO ?tot tort ? tot^t! vt tot? wrr ^t 

f 1 m: sro? §ror ararerr toto Rtrst tr ?tr TTfrorot fopra 1 fror tot i 

10 . gfrrof *t tfVr srnRHf ^ to? tor arftrat ?t to?i 

11 . RXfarrr <*t | jtvt ?r totto! to grout tott tot i 

12 . TO'ito'' srk ror% totto *tt tort to tot tot TOftTfrof *t 13 tn^rrc 

% TOT&f ^fTT <ff>5K TOTT TOT I 

1 3 . 'fl'lJif mqW *fft tot tft t srtaT fon tot 1 

1 4 . f^Nrft srkf r to fi t vptft fror setor Sr toto fw tot 1 

1 5 . ’T^krrlk if tor tot t| tow ftwrf *t isroft tort tot i 

1 6. toftr! % to* % ^dkr to Riftw affront* Jr TTO TOT I 

17. TOW TORTtf TOT f^fTOTT TjfTOTT Sit 'Tfsnff % fell STfdTOT % rok fit TOT I 

1 8TT. I'-diPfl't' ?TO IT? 4ml *T? HiR-Tai ^R" Tf% 1 1 ^'l tt t TTR vk w'lsi Cl 

# ^ifTT TT^PT «EV TOT fTO% dfa TTI^T ®Ft ^ff % ^ W ^ I 

1 9. JT#fl TOHITT 1 5 f^PT ^ %^TW ^ TOT f^T sfl^TlO ^ TOT I 

20. TOUT TOFTTTf ^?T XtH TOTT? ?f ^ TOTO^3 TTT^r ft TOT I 

21. frfipft af VTcfW ^r *tr$ TOJf fTO 7Tt^ Jf TOT ^tcTT ft ^TT % TOTTRT 

tot tott Tt TOrff Jr TOrfirwr ft tot i 

22. fafror d'-hd ii ^ TOTOfrot # TOT? TOT TT 7^ TOT^cf ^t TOTTOft TOTTTO 

TOT I 

23. TOPfT ^ TO^T TO %TOT ^ ^t TOT Tt TOT 5 Tio qd*l f?TO TOT I 

24. TOpft % TOT TOTHT TOTOfTOff ^ fTOf ^TOT f^TOft ^T TOTTO fon 

TOTO TO^ TOT% fTO^ ^TtoTtPT i fkTT TOPT I 

25. TOTTOTf ^ gf^STT ^ f^ ^T JlTORTOt ¥JT TOTTOTT TOT I 

2 6. TOTOft %■ VTTOTTtf ®Pt 1 1 Tf TOTR TO!^ %■ fTOT TOFTt RTTOT TOTT^ TO? I 
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27 . arrwx a ftfer aft nxg gwuwx it ftt wtxw ^g nrxrrfftni fnftm aft an 
Wfe-W few aw I 

28. wra < ir awftt aft iTW ft gXWJ aft cTTg narpXT aft fftfenT WnW XT 
gw wxw fw ^tpt i 

2 9. fttWT fefer ftfer apftxf aft W? aft 5W W£X WX WXX 8 ir aw axft I 
w| ftt fafe ftxr jfef *rnrT anax mxt gfenft arm- aft an# 1 

30 . ferftar iftrr *rfcf aft swfxn ft?w^ if fetfet % fttx nx 1 - 2-66 ft 5 ftir 
Jlfft W aft amg 1 2 aft srfcf W fen arm I 

31 . fafe 'ffer wft % fftg wft a ffeftt aft gfen an wfw awn fen arm 1 

3 2. fafe ftfer sfefef aft 11-12 W 2 5 arWTt, 19 66 % feff aft n#W njjft 
nmax srferfew 3ft an nwm few arm 1 

3 3. wrax'nxrx if mft, feaftt a ^rr^ra- mfe aft wfw wawr gw aft arm 1 

3 4. gXWg if «PTIT ax x| qhlHH I <f % ffe wfe 'Tpft, ferftt, WW WT^ *nf? 
an W'jfTo few jffq qT Waft amg xfw 1 WiTT fei 4m I 

35 . fttanftx awx if wi ax x| anfwfxnt % nann nfe if nferm so srfftw 
aft gfe aft arm wt ftfeu wr gar tw ax feraffxn fen aw i 

3 6. wfew Sftnrn % wgxft «pt awnft wm fttnr ganfam nranx nggift 
xw an nwm axTft aft fer w wn wxran Sftw ft aft ?ft an x^t % wt w ftSwrxf 
aft awftt wmr gfex nr gfttn *nfe fejw ax% w? w % tw ft i 

37. 3%wxt % anmu, tffftxr, gmaxwx a - gxnw few ww nargxf aft urnur 
nftw wffnt w Wtrrfgar sraanw fen i 

38. ^TTfer wm if fern tram nar^ff % ffer anft aft antin gfen ^fer nmref 
q- fejpft aft nwf vr snw fen i 

39 . ^axfer anmff if few cram nar^xf aft nt^jwr aftfer ^fet, gartt mfe afe^ 
^"t if so srfepT aft a^tnft aft an^ i 

40 . ^axtan arwft if few nar^xf aft sftfere^ aft gfem awr aft ant i 

41. gxnw few aftfeT if aw ax: nar^xf aft aw ax: anft, aw aft 
nair^ afet an arferfew t fm fen arm i 

42 . gwmnw if aw ax x^; wr^xf % fw 20 nfafxan feffeftr aft gw mawr 
aft arfe 1 

43 . ftifexT fwn «ft atx nVw sfenx % wr^xf aft ng 62-63 a - 63-64 %" 
atw an gwrn aft anft wr n^T fen wt | gw fen an# 1 

44 . t-kI'H iswff if few w^xf if ir g® aft wt nai 64-65 % ?tw an 
gwm n^f few wr | ag gw few arm 1 wt feraft gnwr few nw | ^ am ^ wferg^ 
rtw ^as aft mxiwf % 33 m gt #tw aft wrwt aft arr# 1 
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45. TTffi r famn 4.3-41 ft hn 4ft *trptt ^ ^rr % wrr^mWf *fft 
srfftfofd gfftsmt sft fPfi T^t «ff 4TfftR Tt ^ i 

STf^ft 3fair $ i 


SPTTW^ 

q-E2T«T 


Copv of letter No. RGKU/(70)/13/66, dated 21st April i®® 6 *. Limited 
trlya Gypsum Karamchari Sangh. Jamsar to Messrs. Bikaner Gypsums Limited, 
Bikaner and Messrs K. and C. Daga, Contractors, Lunkaransar. 


Subject. — J n the matter of charter of demands duty received by you, sub- 
mitted by the Sangh under its reference No, RGKU/(70)/3/66, dated 
14 th April, 1966. 


Dear Sir, 

In continuation of our charter of demands as submitted to you vide our letter 
No, RGKU/(70)/3/66, demands, concerning in particular to your mazdoors work- 
ing at Lunkaransar mines, are also placed before you. In this connection it may be 
mentioned that though the workers themselves as well as the Sangh has also 
represented before you, but nothing concrete has yet come out so as to afford 
relief to the aggrieved workers. It is, therefore, requested that these demands 
may also be fulfilled within the time limit provided for in our above said letter. 

1. Those mazdoors should be paid Re. 1 per head per day who used to dump 
out the additional water from the quarries to enable them to enter into the 
quarries and to work safely. 

2. The mazdoors may be paid Rs. 0:23 P. more In their raising rates w.e.f, 
1st November, 1965 for 5-1/3 cu. ft. of additional selenite being taken from them, 

3. The mazdoors may be paid 0.47 P. more in their transporting rates w.e.f. 
1st November 1965 for 15 eft. of additional selenite they are being forced to 
transport. 

4. The mazdoors should be paid 0:02 P. more in their loading rates for load- 
ing selenite bags into the wagons from the date 0:02 P. per bag has unilaterally 
been withdrawn i.e,, from 16th March, 1966, 

5. The mazdoors should be paid 0:75 P. per ton on account of breaking the 
selenite lumps into small pieces w.e.f. 16th April, 1966, for the additional job they 
are doing. 

6. The mazdoors doing raising work in the quarries should be provided with 
2 half pants and 2 Baniayans every month and a pair of Gum Boots every 6 
months. 

7. The mazdoors doing the job of loading selenite bags into the wagons should 
be provided something or the other to protect their back at the time of loading 
such bags. 

8. On rest shed and one Piao should be constructed at the siding and a water- 
man should also be provided, 

9. Camel man engaged at Lunkaransar mines should be paid wages which are 
being paid at Jamsar mines. 

10. One sweeper should be deputed at Lunkaransar mines or proper arrange- 
ments for sanitation works may be done. 

Yours faithfully, 

Sd./- Jamal Shah, 
President. 
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Copy of letter No. RGKU(7O)/16/06, dated 21st April, 1966 from the Rash- 
triya Gypsum Karamchari Sangh, Jamsar to Bikaner Gypsums Ltd., Bikaner. 

Subject. — In the matter of charter of demands submitted to the manage - 
ment of M/s. Bikaner Gypsums Ltd., under our No. RGKXJ/(70) /3/66, 
dated 14th April, I960. 

In continuation of our Charter of demands resting with our No. EGKU/(70)/ 
3/66 dated 14th April, 1966, to you, we submit further demands in respect of the 
workmen employed by the company. 

L Grant of railway train fare from one’s place of work to his native place and 
back once in a year. 

2. Arrgangement for free conveyance for the children of the employees of the 
company so that such children and above may avail of better schooling and college 
facilities at Bikaner. 

3. Supply of summer uniforms to Drivers A and Shovel Operators. 

It is hoped that the above demands shall also be considered favourably along 
with the other dues submitted to you in our said charter of demands. 

Yours faithfully, 

Sd ./- Jamal Shah, 
President. 

Copy of letter No. 67/26/66, dated 9th May, 1966, from Shrl Jamal Shah, Presi- 
dent to The R. N. & Agent, M/s. Bikaner Gypsums Ltd., Bikaner. 

Subject. — Non-payment of ivages for the days Contractors' labourers are 
not proi'ided with work and are kept idle. 

It has been noted with great concern that for a long time back the contractors’ 
labourer are not being paid wages for the days they are not provided with work 
and thus they have to suffler forced unemployment. As for example, the loading 
labourer are not being paid for even a single paisa on the days wagons are not 
placed at the siding. In particular, loading labourers of Dhirers mines have had 
suffered a great deal even for more than 10 days In a month in some the last month 
on account of non-placement of wagons. Due to such non-payment of wages, 
the labourers and their families have been reduced to semi-starvation level and 
they are forced to lead much below the sub-normal life and — as such serious dis- 
contentment prevails amongst them. 

We therefore, demand that all the contractors’ labourers should be paid for 
■wages on such days they are forced un-employment on account of non-placement 
of wagons, etc. We also demand that this amount should he paid to them for 
such days of the last six months also. 

We hope that our above demand shall be accepted immediately. 

[No. 24/28/ 66-LRI.] 

New Delhi , the 28 th May 1966 

S.O. 1672.— Whereas, the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers In relation to the Amlabad Colliery of 
Messrs Bhowrah Kankanee Collieries Limited, Post Office Bhowra, District Dhan- 
bad, and their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And, Whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the 
said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of Sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

1. Whether Shrl Sadhu Gope, Miner was not allowed to work with effccl 

from the 17th January, 1966, by the management of the Amlabad 
Colliery of Messrs Bhowrah Kankanee Collieries, Idmiterl? 

2. If so, to what relief Is the aforesaid workman entitled for the period 

from the 17t.h January, I960, upto the 23rd March, I960, during which 
he remained out of employment? 


[No, 2/65/66-LR-II.l 
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S.O. 1673. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists, between the employers in relation to the Singarcni Collieries? 
Company, Limited, Post Office Kothagudium, Andhra Pradesh, and their work- 
men in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal, with 
Shri Mohammd Najmuddln as the "Presiding Officer, with Headquarters at 
Somajiguda, Hyderabad, and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said 
Tribunal. 


Schedule 

1. Having regard to the provisions of Trademen’s agreement dated 3rd 

February, 1961, whether the demand of the Singareni Collieries 
Mazdoor Sangh to promote one of the workmen employed in mould- 
ing section of the main workshop of the Singareni Collieries 
Company, Limited, to the post of charge hand in that section, filled 
up by the management of the Company by the promotion of Shri 
K. Basaviah, pattern maker of the carpentary section, is justified?' 

2. If so, to what relief are the workmen entitled. 

[No. 7/39/ 65-LRII.J 
B. R. SETH, Dy. Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 30 th May 1966 

S.O. 1674. — PWA/Sec.l4/Min/66. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (3) of section 14, read with section 24 of the Payment of Wages Act, 
1930 (4 of 1936) and In supersession of the notification of the Government of 
India in the late Ministry of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 3486 dated the 
27th October, 1965, the Central Government hereby appoints the officers mentioned 
in column (2) of the Table below to be Inspectors for the purposes of the said 
Act, In the areas specified against them in column (3) thereof, to exercise their 
functions in respect of all mines and oilfields to which the said Act applies, 
namely: — • 


Table 


Serial 

No. Officer Area 

12 3 


I. 


II. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7 

[ 

2 

3 

4 


Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) New Delhi 

Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) 

New Delhi 

Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) 

(Training), New Delhi. 

Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) (Trai- 
ning), New Delhi. 

Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) (Chief 
Labour Commissioner’s Headquarters) New 
Delhi. 

Welfare Adviser to the Chief Labour Commissio- 
ner (Central), New Delhi. 

Assistant Labour Commissioners (Central) (Trai- 
ning), New Delhi. 




| Whole of India except 
y the State of Jammu 
I and Kashmir. 


Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) Bombay The States of Gujarat and 

I Maharashtra and the 

Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) Bombay-I. [ Union territory Jof 

Assistant Labour Commiss’oner (Central) Bombay-II V Goa, Daman & Diu, 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) Bom- I 
bay (Headquarters) J 
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I 


1 


3 


5. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Nag- 

pur. 

6. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Vasco- 

de-gama. 

7. Labour Enforcement Officers (Central) in Bombay 

region with headquarters at : — 

(i) Bombay- 1 
(»') Bombay- II 

(iii) Bombay-Ill 

(iv) Poona 

In) Ahmedabad 
Cal) Bhusawal 
Ivii) Rajkot 
(viii) Nagpur 

S ix) Chanda 
x) Bombay (H. Qrs. I) 
xi) Bombay (H. Qrs. II) 
xii) Bombay (H. Qrs. Ill) 

(xiii) Kandla 
(xiv) Baroda 
(xv) Vascodcgama 

(xvi) Ponda j 


III. 


1. Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Cal- 

cutta. 

2. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Cal- 

cutta-I. 

3. Assistant Labour Commissioner, (Central), Cal- 

cutta-II 

4. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Cal- 

cutta (Headquartcrs-I). 

5. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Cal- 

cutta (Headquarters-II). 

6. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Shil- 

long. 

7. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Asan- 

sol. 

8. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Rani- 

gan). 

9. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Jhar- 

suguda. 

to. Labour Enforcement Officers (Central), in 
cutta region with headquarters Calat: — 

(i) Calcutta- 1 
(ji) Calcutta- II 

(iii) Gauhati 

(iv) Dibrugarh 

(v) Kharagpur 

(vi) Calcutta (Headquarter- 1) 

(oi£) Calcutta (Headquarters-II) 

(viii) Tezpur 

(ix) Neamatpur 

(x) Asansol 

(xi) Raniganj 

(xii) Uklira 
(xiii) Tinsukhia 

(xiv) Cuttack 

(xv) Siliguri 

( xvi ) Jharsuguda 
(xvii) Barbil 


The States of West 
Bengal, Assam, Orissa, 
and Nagaland and 
the Union Terri- 
tories of Mani- 
pur and Tripura. 


II. Junior Labour Inspectors (Central) with head- 
quarters at : 

(0 Asansol 
(it) Sitarampur 
(iii) Raniganj 
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IV. 1. Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Mad- 

ras. 

2. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Mad- 

ras. 

3. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) Madras 

(Headquarters). 

4. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) Earna- Tlio States of Madras 

kulam. and Kerala and the 

5. Labour Enforcement Officers (Central) in Madras Union Territory of 

regon with headquarters at : — V Pondicherry. 

(0 Tiruchirapalli 
(it) Coimbatore 

i t'u) Madurai 
in) Trivandrum 
v) Madras 

vi) Madras (H. Ora. I) 
ini) Madras (H. Qrs. II) 

(wit) Eamakulam 

V. ’ 1. Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Jabal- " 

pur. | 

2. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Ja- 
balpur (H.Qrs.). 

3. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Ajmer. 

4. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) Bilas- 
pur. 

5. Labour Enforcement Officers (Central) in Jabalpur 
region with headquarters at : — 

(i) Jabalpur 
(it) Paras iu 
(iii) Ajmer 

(in) Bhilwara The State* of Madhya 

(0) Jaipur Pradesh and Rajasthan. 

(m) Ratlam 

(vii) Jabalpur (Hcadquartexs-I) 

(viii) Jabalpur (Headquarters-II) 

(ix) Jabalpur (Headquarters-Ill) 

(x) Jodhpur 
(x i) Raipur 
(xii) Balaghat 
(xiit) Chirimiri 
(xtv) Bikaner 
(xv) Kotah 
(xvt) Satna 

6, Junior Labour Inspectors (Central), with head- 
quarters at : — 

(i) Kahn 

(ff) Paras ia J 

VI. 1. Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Kan- 

pur. 

2. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Kan- 
pur. 

3, Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Kan- 
pur) (Headquarters). 

4. Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Dclhi-I. The States of Uttar 
5, Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Pradesh, Punjab and 
Delhi-II the Union Territories 

6. Labour Enforcement Officers (Central) in Kanpur of Himachal Pradesh 
region with headquarters at : — ■ and Delhi. 

(i) Delhi- 1 
(it) Delhi-II 
(Hi) Dclhi-III 
(iv) Delhi-IV 
(v) Gorakhpur 
(vi) Allahabad 
(vii) Lucknow 
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(I) 


VII. 


VIII. 


CO 


(3) 


(viii) Bareilly 

( ix ) Jullundur 

(x) Kanpur (Headquarters) 

(xi) Jhansi 

(xii) Ambala 

7 Junior Labour Inspector (Central) Agra 


Regional 

bad 

Assistant 
bad- 1 
Assistant 
bad-II 
Assistant 


Labour Commissioner (Central Dhan- 

Labour Commissioner (Central) Dhan- 

Labour Commissioner (Central) Dhan- 

(Central 


Labour 


Ha- 


Commissioner 

zaribagh 

Assistant :Labour Conunissioner (Central) Dhan- 
bad (Hcadquarters-I) 

Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) Dhan- 
bad (Headquarters-II) 

Labour Enforcement Officers (Central) in Dhan- 
bad region with headquarters at : — 

Ranchi 
Patna 
Dhanbad 
Katrasgarh 
Koderma 
Muzaffarpur 
Glridih 


(0 
00 
m 

(w) 

U 

(vit) 

(viii) Pakur 
(ix) Jharia East 

(x) Jharia West 

(xi) Bhagmara-I 

(xii) Bhagmara-II 
(xii*) Chirkunda 

(xiv) Ramgarh 

(xv) Kirkend 

(xvi) Patherdhi 
(xvii) Chaibaaa 

( xviii ) Dhanbad (Headquarters- 1) 

( xix ) Dhanbad (Headquarters-II) 

(xx) Bermo 

(xxi) Katihar 

(xxii) Dhanbad (Implementation) 

( xxiii ) Domchanch 

8. Junior Labour Inspectors (Central) with 
head quarters at : — 

(i) Katrasgarh 
Bermo 
Bhagmara 
Nirsa 

Dehri-on-Sone 
Dhanbad 

1 Regional Labour 

derabad 

2 Assistant Labour 

khapatnam 

3 Assistant Labour 

derabad 

4 Assistant Labour 

lore 

5 Assistant Labour 

dcrabad-I 

6 Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) 

abad Headquarters-II 

7 Labour Enforcement Officers (Central) in 

derabad region with headquarters at : 

(0 Visakhapatnam 
(it) Vijayawada 


The State of Bihar. 


Commissioner (Central) 
Commissioner (Central) 
Commissioner 


Hy- J 
Visa- 


(Central) Hy- 
Commissioner (Central) Bang a - 
Commissioner (Central) Hy- 
Hyder- 
Hy- 


The States of Andhra 
Pradesh and Mysore 


} 
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(I) 


(*) 


( 3 ) 


(iii) Gudur 'I 

(iv) Guntakal 
C») Hyderabad 

(vi) Chitradruga 

(vii) Kathagudium 

(viil) Hyderabad (Headquarters-I) 

(ix) Hyderabad (Headquarters -IIj 

6e) Kolar Gold Fields 

(x i) Bangalore 

(xu) Hubli 

(xiii) Manchcrial 


[No. 535/41/ 65-Fac.J 
VIDYA PRAKASH, Dy. Secy, 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 30 th May I960 

S.O. 1675. — In pursuance of clause (b) of the proviso to sub-regulation (1) 
and clause (b) of the proviso to sub regulation (2), of regulation 18 of the 
Metalliferous Mines Regulations 1961, and in supersession of all the notifications 
Issued on the subject, the Central Government hereby approved the institutions 
and authorities mentioned in column I of the Table below in respect of such 
certificates, diplomas, degrees or other qualifications awarded by them as are 
specified In the corresponding entry under column II of the said Table. 

Table 


Name of Institution 

Degree, Diploma or certificate awarded 

I 

II 


INDIA 


x. Any University in India established by law Degree in Mining 

2. Indian School of Mines, Dhanbad c (*) Certificate in Metal Mining (awarded 

upto 1938-39) 

(it) Diploma of Associateship in Alining 
Engineering. 


UNITED 
1. London University , . . 


2. University of Sheffield 

3. Leeds University 

4. Birmingham University 

5. Camborrne School of Metalliferous Mining, 
Cornwal. 

U.S.A. 

1. Colorado School of Mines 

2 . Wisconsin State College and Institute of Tech- 
nology, Platteviie, Wisconsin. 


KINGDOM 

. (i) Degree in B. Sc. in Mining for Internal 
students subject to the Degree being 
endorsed by the University with a cer- 
tificate of four month’s practical experien- 
ce in a mine, 

(it) Degree of B. S c., in Mining for Ex- 
ternal students. 

Bachelor of Engineering (Mining). 

Degree of B. sc. in Mining. 

Degree of B. SC. in Mining. 

Diploma of Associateship in Metalliferous 
Mining. 


Degree in Mining Engineering, 
Bachelor of Science in Mining. 


[No. 17/5/66-MI] 
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S.O. 1676. — In pursuance of clause (a) of the proviso to sub-regulation (1), 
and clause (a) of the proviso to sub-regulation (2), of regulation 18 of the Metalli- 
ferous Mines Regulations 1961, and In supersession of all the notifications issued 
on the subject, the Central Government hereby approves the institutions and 
authorities mentioned in column I of the Table below, in respect of such certi- 
ficates or diplomas awarded by them as are specified in the corresponding entry 
under column II of the said Table. 



Table 

Name of Institution 

Diploma or Certificate awarded 

I 

II 


1. Board of Technical Education, Rajasthan, Diploma in Mining. 

Jodhpur. 

2. Central Board of Technical Examination, Licentiate in Mining Engineering. 

Mysore. 

3. Madhya Pradesh Board of Technical Edu- Diploma in Mining and Mining Surveying. 

cation, Bhopal. 

4. Shri Jayachamarajendra Occupational Ins- Diploma in Mining. 

titute. Bangalore. 

5- State Board of Technical Education and Diploma in Mining Engineering. 
Training, Andhra Pradesh. 

6. State Board of Technical Education, Bihar Diploma in Mining and Mine Surveying. 

7. State Board of Technical Education (formerly Licentiate in Mining Engineering. 

Technological Diplomas Examination 
Board), Madras. 

8. State Council for Engineering and Techni- Licentiate in Mining Engineering. 

cal Education, West Bengal. 

9. State Council of Technical Education and Diploma in Mining Engineering. 

Training, Oris9a. 


[No. 17/5/66-MI.] 

S.O. 1677. — In pursuance of sub-clause (ii) of clause (a) of sub-regulation (1) 
of regulation 23 of the Metalliferous Mines Regulations 1961, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following amendment In the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Labour and Employment No. 1455 dated the 
17th May, 1903; namely 

In the Table appended to the said notification, under the heading “UNITED 
KINGDOM 11 after serial No. 4, and the entries relating thereto, the 
following serial number and entries shall be inserted, namely: — 


I II 


“5. Camborne School of Metalliferous Mining Diploma of Associateship in Metalliferous 
Cornwall — .England. M ining” . _ 

[No. 17/5/60-ML] 

S.O- 1678. — In pursuance of clause (a) of the proviso to sub-regulation (1) 
of regulation 16 of the Metalliferous Mines Regulations, 1961, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following amendment in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Labour and Employment, No. S. O. 2793 
dated the 23rd September, 1963, namely: — 

In the Table appended to the said notification, under the heading “UNITED 
KINGDOM” after serial No. 4 and the entries relating thereto, the 
following serial number and entries shall be inserted, namely: — 

~ I II 


f, 5. Camborne School of Metalliferous Mining, Diploma of Associateship in Metalliferous 
Cornwall (England). Mining". 
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[No. 17/5/66-MI.] 
R. C. SAKSENA, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

corrigendum 


New Delhi , the 28th May 1966 


S.O 1679.— In the notification of the Government of India in the lete Ministry 
of Labour and Employment No S.O. 1212 dated the 10th April, 1966. published 
^ n th QT? azette ° f Indla ’ Extraordinary, Part II, section 3. sub-section (ii) at pages 

<54tr o7 1 , 


“ •*.«<«• .Si WOW 1 !" " mwi> "” a "«* 

(ii) at page 365, in lines 41 and 42, for "Notwithstanding”, read "(1) Not- 
withstanding”. ' 

(ill) at page 368, in line 22, for "If any” read, “(i) if any.” 

[No. 550/1'2/65/Fac.]'. 

K. D. HAJELA, Under Secy. 


ERRATA 

In the Gazette of India Part II Section 3, Sub-section II, Issue No. 12, dated 

19th March, 1966, in Notification under the Ministry of Labour, Employment and 

Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No S.O 807 dated New 

Delhi the 5th March 1966, published at pages 731 to 756, the following corrections 

inay be made: — 

Page 734: The word ‘and’ occurring in the beginning of the last but three lines 
should read as '‘as”. 

Page 735: (i) The word "that” occurring in line No. 19 before the words “they 
were bound” should read as “what". 

(ii) The word “oppellate” occurring in line No. 36 should read as 
"Appellate”. 

(ill) The word “retrospective" occurring in line No. 38 should be read 
“as ‘‘retrospectively”. 

(iv) The word “festival” occurring in line No. 1 of the text under Issue 
No. 2 should be read as “festivals”. 

Page 736: (1) The words “the witness” occurring in line No. 16 should be read 
as “(the witness)”. 

(ii) The word “violations” occurring in line No. 25 should be read as 
“violation”. 

Fage 739: Under Issue No. 4 in para No. 2, the word ‘‘these” occurring at the 
end of line No. 22, should be read as “those”. 

Page 741 : (i) Under Issue No. 4, in para 9, the word "disadvantages” occurring 
in line No, 6, should be read as “disadvantage”. 

(11) In para 10, the word “been” should be added before the word 
“pressed” in line No. 20, 

Page 744: Under Issue No. 6, paragraph 3, the word “give” occurring in line 
No. 2, before the word ‘‘his account”, should be 7ead as “given”. 

Page 745: Under Issue No. 6 para 4, the word "asked”, occurring in line No. 18, 
should be read as "ask”. 

Page 746: Under Issue No. 7, paragraph 4, the word “through” occurring in line 
No. 17 should be read as “though”. 

Page 748: Under Issue No. 7, paragraph 15, the word "bodar” occurring in 
line No. 11, should be read as ‘‘boiler”. 

Page 750: Under Issue No. 7, paragraph 19, in line 1, at the end, the word 
“have” should be added alter the word “and". 

Page V51 : (i) Under Issue No. 8, in line No. 3, the word “ad" occurring between 
the words “watch” and “ward” should be read as “and”. 

(ii) Under Issue No. 8, para 2, in line No. 4, the word "were” should 
be inserted between the words “There” and "a number of”. Fur- 
ther, the word “Kunjars” occurring in line No. 29, should be read 
as “Kunjan”. 

(iil) Under Issue No. 8, paragraph 3, line No. 14, the word "whom” 
occurring after the word “witness” should be read as “when”. 
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